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Impacts of Industrial ESG Performances on New Productive Forces
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Abstract: New productive forces are the primary driver for China’s quality economy. As “dual carbon” strategy and
new technical revolution are advancing forward, enterprises’ ESG performances are becoming a new engine for their new
productive forces. How to fuel new productive forces through boosting enterprises’ ESG performances has become a key
topic for China’s quality development. This paper, based on China’s 2010 to 2022 A-listed companies data, uses
matching and fixed effect model to validate the impacts of ESG performances on enterprises’ new productive forces, and
selects income and reputation as variables to analyze the mechanism between ESG performance and new productive
forces. Enterprises’ ESG performances can largely promote new productive forces, validated by robustness check.
Enterprises’ ESG performances are of heterogeneity on new their new productive forces, especially in high-tech and
future industrial companies. Enterprises’ ESG performances promote their new productive forces through increasing

income and improving reputation. Enterprises should incorporate ESG concept into their operations to increase their new
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productive forces, Governments should make a matching stimulating mechanism to finely advance ESG construction

combined with enterprises’ differentiation while optimizing supervision. This paper promotes enterprises to improve their

ESG performances to boost new productive forces, and provides suggestions on fully fulfilling enterprises’ new

productive forces potentials and accelerating quality economic development.
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Table 3  Descriptive statistics of variable data

ARk UIIREAKL MO RoME eiEZR %k BORME
NQP 23051 3.148 0.266 2.725 2.196 17. 030
ESG_Grade 23 051 4.120 1.000 1.016  4.000 7. 000
ESG_Score 23 051 73.099 56.590 4.880 73.230 85. 540
Size 23 051 22.313 17.641 1.345 22.088 28. 636
Lev 23051 0.416 0.008 0.199 0.410 0. 995
FirmAge 23051 2.933 0.693 0.337 2.996 4.174
ROA 23051 0.044 -1.130 0.070 0.040 1.285
Liquid 23051 2.568 0.026 3.631 1.691 190. 869
BM 23051 0.632 0.000 0.255 0.630 1. 601
Topl 23051 34.329 0.286 14.773 32.162 89.991
CAP 23051 2.550 0.131 10.641 1.887 1 538.88l
CEOHold 23051 5.477 0.000 11.734 0.010 72. 640
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Table 4 Benchmark regression results

(D

(2)

(3)

(4)

NQP NQP NQP NQP
ESG_Grade 0. 045 *** 0. 045 ***
(3.042) (2.906)
ESG_Score 0.012 *** 0.012 ***
(3.831) (3.588)
Al A 0. 424 " 0. 421 ***
(12.160) (12.070)
PR -0.470 " ~0.458**
(-3.399) ( -3.302)
fll 4F 0.531 " 0.531 ***
(2.636) (2.636)
T R -2.015 " -2.016 ***
( -8.072) ( —8.080)
AR -0.016*** -0.016 ***
(-2.791) ( -2.796)
W T A (B LG -0.304 % -0.304 ***
(-3.327) (-3.331)
F— RIEARFFIR L 61 -0. 008 *** -0.008 ***
(-3.974) ( -3.965)
e 0.001 ** 0.001 **
(2.573) (2.550)
R L] -0.001 -0. 001
( -0.408) ( -0.440)
HEL 2.959 *** —7.215* 2.240 *** —7.847 ***
(47.785) (-7.979) (9.480) ( -8.526)
FUNIEEZN G 22 893 21 552 22 893 21 552
Adjusted R-squared 0. 693 0.703 0. 694 0.703
AR5 [ RE RN Yes Yes Yes Yes
Al B S A5 Yes Yes Yes Yes

v RIERRTE 1% | 5% |

T dws | ok

10% [KF BB 155 WAE N R @ n iR
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3.3 FEEMRn

3.3.1 #BumBEts
B R A =3 LP (LB i B AL fop A e

1o HARZERWAERS 55 (1) IR (2) 51, 4545
N, AR ESC SRURZRFE R ENIE, AT IE]
Bl A e AR ESG IKARBE T sh B &
BT IR, RSO RS H 15 20025 Kk

x5 REUELE (BRUEBEZE. BELE)

Table 5 Robustness test (replace the dependent variable, independent variable )

(1

(2) (3) 4)

LP LP LP LP
ESG_Grade 0. 008 *** 0.077 **
(3.142) (2.512)
ESG_Score 0. 002 *** 0.133 ***
(3.031) (3.570)

Pl As Yes Yes Yes Yes
HWHL —4.438 —4.524 7" 9.677 *** 9.288 ***

(-22.871) ( -23.448) (3.132) (3.005)
S RE A< 5 21 180 21 180 12 471 12 472
Adjusted R-squared 0.945 0.945 0. 741 0. 741
AF g 2] 7 B5ONE Yes Yes Yes Yes
Al [ 5 Ak Yes Yes Yes Yes

TE: s x| ok PRIFIRIE 1% . 5% . 10% HI/KF EEBE; 165 WEIE DR fdhs iR

3.3.2 BHu#muRs

T8 KA ESG PR S PF4r Bl fEUE R ESG
TR S5y B SCEZERHAEIIE ESG W9 5 1E5r 2k
Ak i ESG K, HEEIfaftk, X ERAN
8 ESG P8 b5 FIAS 7348 b5 i 1t Al 1) ESG 7K
(FEASHA R 2018—2022 4F) . J7 18 ESG TE 48 bRt
FAS TR T RS, i BE 55 G AR 2 e A (e
1~7, Bofdok, 143 ESC iF &, £ 5 4
(3) ZNHE (4) 53510715 ESG PFL4E IR
AAFSrabn i BIHEER, REIYTE 1% 7KF F i
FEORIE, UL SO A AR e A AN AR
AL
3.3.3 ZHEZHE

FERTSCHY EEAE [0 05 rf, S T R AR 35t T 722 it i
25, [} ) Al B A5 A [ RO DA B L
AP RRIE P 2 o Sl A Ml 2 AN (5] B 1 B AL PG
I A ARG, SRRFIEE (2025) ik
o, AR SCHEAJZ I FRUEIR ZE A TR

25 R E A B AR 7= K A AT RE A7 B X R
PR AMHIEBOREHE R, £ 6 ik —Lk
EHEZE (S Ahf. mlEORSE) wiles

XAl 7 0T AE 7 I K R A R e, it 3R 6 5
(1) FIREE (2) FI3GI0 T #b X 5 4 0y [ 2 800,
FLARIAAE T HEBR Hb DX )22 1 il 4 B (] AR AL 50 5 36
(3) FIRIEE (4) FIXEE T MaEsy, HERT
JITAE A5 b )2 1T i B (6] 2 A6 56 4 b el 9 52 i 5 56
(5) FNFE (6) FIEIBIHGI T HIX | 4E0y L AT
A B E RN o AT, ORI B ESG PR
ESG PEAr BT R 8004 83 M IE, X B NUESE ESG
RABEAEPE = B 2R 7= T, UEBH ARSI A% O &5
WHA B AR .

3.3.4 s E %

SHEHRE (2024) MTFIE, FEJRA [l AR R
HIG RS B L) (Indep) . #E = AKL (Board) |
AT (Cashflow) 3 ANl m, FIHZ55 0
K15 (1) 3155 (2) %, HILATHA, R ESG
TG ESG EAMETE 1% KT %, alE—4
WA OB R AP I Ak, ESG 7K S4B
JRAE 7 37K AR T3k — W A 25
3.3.5 BhFwEH

25 R B eI 1 X Ak A 7 RN R R R, S
FR 2020—2022 4EAE AR HE o AT IR, [ 19 45
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xo6 REUERE (FREEAN)

Table 6 Robustness test (replace the fixed effects)

. (D) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
NQP NQP NQP NQP NQP NQP
ESG_Grade 0.238 *** 0.213 *** 0.212 "
(8.309) (8.428) (8.428)
ESG_Score 0. 054 *** 0. 049 *** 0. 050 ***
(8.712) (9.073) (9.177)
AR Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
WA -2.753* -5.567 """ -6.831 """ -9.399 *** -6.198 *** -8.773
(-2.456) (-4.630) (-6.976) (-9.068) (-6.174) (-8.275)
RURIILY 2% N '§ 21 345 21 345 21 348 21 348 21 339 21 339
Adjusted R-squared 0.277 0.279 0.367 0.368 0.399 0. 400
AE A [ 2 BRONE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
A7l i 5 A No No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Il 13 S A Yes Yes No No Yes Yes
T s sk x DRIFERIE 1% . 5% . 10% KT FRE; 55 NEUE o RatdhrfEis
x7 REERE (EMEHTE. JIRREER)
Table 7 Robustness test (add control variables, exclude anomalous years)
e (1) (2) (3) (4)
NQP NQP NQP NQP
ESG_Grade 0. 045 *** 0. 055 “**
(2.920) (3.009)
ESG_Score 0.012 " 0.013 ***
(3.602) (3.3006)
P il A Yes Yes Yes Yes
R -7.218"" ~7.845 " ~8.458 " ~9.148 "
(-7.511) ( -8.065) (-7.316) (-7.839)
NI A A K 21 552 21 552 15 760 15 760
Adjusted R-squared 0.703 0.703 0.704 0.704
AR [ 52 R Yes Yes Yes Yes
A7 Ml [ 5 Yes Yes Yes Yes
T s | oww | x NRIFRIRAE 1% |, 5% | 10% HAE B35 455 EUE MRS bR iR

KUK T (3) FIAE (4) FIPR, KB ESG
WG REANTE 1% K ERFR R, #E—
AL SR S AR 03 5 Al ESG STy REHE BT ot
KT
3.3.6 AAELE

O UK AR i R A 5 U R R 2 ) REATAE Y
Feray PR ] R, AR SO MRV 4 (2025) Ay B
58, MITHAREIETRLE, REaIRILE-, A
SCHEFF [ AR BE ATl Het Al iy ESG 39{ 0 T HAR

o HEE ESC GRS 52 B[Rl b X B [ 47
Al ESG & JEAKF- 152w, fE Al Al ESG 51
BOKFARMERZ M A AV BT T 7 17K, AR
AR PE R HEMB PR 2R, it al W12 e Oy
G, WATERE A, LM S ETE 1% /i
FEKF B, dd T R F AR
TR T HAE 10% K FHE, G 1T AF7ESS TR
AR [, Al R IV _Mean iy T HAS &, JLH}
ESG PR W AR B B 0 0E, dst ]t — 2
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BAETIERR HL

RS MAEMKRE
Table 8 Endogeneity test

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

A first second first second
ESG_Grade NQP ESG_Score NQP
ESG_Grade 0. 759 ***
(3.70)
ESG_Score 0. 135 ***
(3.77)
IV_Mean 0.529 *** 2.970 ***
(10.21) (12.47)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes
[#] 78 R Yes Yes Yes Yes
LM Siit i 114. 88 *** 155. 46 ***
F gt 104. 31 = 167. 62 ***
LI A A K5 21 540 21 540 21 540 21 540
W owxx o owx . * PHIRIRE 1% . 5% . 10% /KT L8

F; 155 N YRR bR

4 EBESTEIEISHT

4.1 RERESH

4.1.1

AT Ak Joy P ST 1
gl ESG STHUKF-32 FrAb b BH s 1

R, Aia E R R GBIk (i
k) 2326 (2013)) A CREoAR A (HRS5ak) J
2K (2013)) BATAL R 3 AR e, A Aioll o3 i B
T Ap AR s B TR S, 34 Il 25 2R A3k
9 PR mRHAT AR ESG SiAH) R B HHE
BESTASPEAT A, H¥wad 12 &R 4
) 25 5 AR KR SR o S AT RERY RPN R . Rk
b A X 2R @ BIHT  IHFLE AN BE A T3¢
ARG TR AEOR, R ESC ST RER
AL R R AL 2R O BOR LTS | FEAR R B AS |
PRI BT IRBCE R R . AR, ESG Sisk
U5 e A Al B 5 AR AT o €0 4 il ST 55 BOR
#, Mgl R R, il BE T A i ESG 52
B, ISR SRR S Pl TR, I B R e
BERCHT A i RE . MR, ARE ATl A
WAL T RIS FEE I e e s, oA ™ 14Tt
2SN 5 BER B, X ESG 5| 4y
FREEPE AT AL 4 UR A A%, ESG i1 by
SO A A AFR
412 ROk AT L F R

2024 4 1 Adopr ke Ain b AE SALERSE£
RIS T HES AR 7 Ml B8 & JR St T L),
— B TR AL R I 1 R . R
KA L AR ARKBEIE AR AS AR K
FE™ XANKIT I o ARG _EIR R A =L A SR N

R RERUESN

Table 9  Heterogeneity analysis

I

f

ﬁ

(1)

(2) (3) 4)

Rk JEmRHEL S JEmRLEL
ESG_Grade 0.247 *** 0. 184 ***
(11.304) (8.233)
ESG_Score 0.019 *** 0. 0040
(0. 601) (4.749)
il A i Yes Yes Yes Yes
Bdiff Test 0. 028 ** 0.002 ***
WAL -8.517* -3.631 " -7. 665 *** -8.400 ***
(-14.712) (-5.979) ( -4.409) (-7.619)
BURIIEE N 14 487 7223 14 253 7243
Adjusted R-squared 0. 361 0.291 0.734 0. 680
AE g ] 5 SEUE Yes Yes Yes Yes
A\ [ 5 R0 Yes Yes Yes Yes
e kx| oxx | x BRIFIRTE 1% . 5% . 10% KT B3 355 NEUE AR fdbrikis
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KIpiin, AAT BE R & 2013 il 26, AT
WBRAEAELLT 20 A, XERATARACE . BI1, €26,
€28, C30, C31, €32, C34, C35, €37, €38, (€39,
C40, C42, D44, D45, D46, G533, G55, 163, 165,
W10 B, Ja T AR AT W A Al R A 25
IE, BT AT A 4l R BN 35 . A SGERH]
Biff A0k 50 41 7] 28 2022 57 DA DRI 45 R A R 1

T, AP N BOREE WA R X 5, AR I
2 DU M AR S 35 88 o A ™ 0 B S BT
AT ARV AH FEHABAT Ml Al 55 R A BE B A f
SRS WM BRI, BB A R ZE Al
JRAE =TI BRTE (SRS, 2024) 5 55 —T5 i, R
HFAVAL TR BUET AT i, RTIHR. 6G M4
SFRORMBIE PR . BB A s g o 2R 7 )

Table 10  Heterogeneity result

(D

(2) (3)

4)

WRIESUERL I A5 R, el RER RIS —J5  WKEE, AHECHAMAT L BA A nEA SR MR 3
®10 RRESH

i FRTL Sl HATL Sl
ESG_Grade 0. 055 *** 0. 029
(2.648) (1.271)
ESG_Score 0.016*** 0. 008
(3.437) (1.550)
A Yes Yes Yes Yes
Bdiff Test 0.010 *** 0. 008 ***
WAL —4.203 *** —11. 666 *** -5.033** -12.066 ***
( -3.394) ( -8.548) ( -4.005) ( -8.656)
BURIIEZ S 11 675 9 790 11 675 9 790
Adjusted R-squared 0. 675 0.737 0. 675 0.737
A [ RE RN Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ao lb [ R S0 Yes Yes Yes Yes

oo owkor | ko

4.2 HLHISTHT

4.2.1 AN

ESG BT 14 4Ll RE A5 35 = B PR 0%
FEARRE DA b LI #E, D80 A7 AS, ASE B
ARSI ALY ESC R BLMLAUER AL AE
O RIA BT T DU, R A A BHACR RE A
Al TR A b 5 A BT TR 9, 3R v Ak A A
FIBEST o AR SCLUE P WA IR 25 8 Mk A e BB
W AR BRI, PLHAR R E R AR 11 56
(1) B15% (2) ZfrR. ESG WMo 1Y [0l
AR 2 O T, BT Al A RE B8 135 1 5
Ak ESG Susont 5 i A= = S iR THE T, BF5E R
B H3 o, ATRERY R 28—, A
WMRERE VA EZHAmRER, AMT
Al B ESG BT YA 93, A R LR 22 57 Ak

# SPRFARTE 1% « 5% | 10% WK 1 BE; 35 WEEDVRE AR kDR

IO, AT S BAR B 5 2B 7= 0 B BR T s TR,
WA FR 38 3 2 T 37 TA T Aol 1y BT R ol A 5
X di Lk T — B AE S, ATl A
B ESG prifE s LN BEAE 2, S0 ESG T YA
A B, PRI A AL E, O Al 8 i A
i E e dt g, B, EEUGE ESC KRB
Al Zr O FOR T T 9, AR s 5
AHIREAR, i RE R A R PR 05 i AL 00 ¥ 7 KU
JRAS, LA Al P A 254 1) 7 03 T Al
H SR MG, e s B = . =,
Hllid i ESC SEEAAT B f A 25 8], RER
F RGNS, I AR TR b T
s [RIE, FEAR BTG SRR A ML RE S I 5 1 o i A
AHMA, AW RSB IERA R T8, B
RS E B PR i Al 58 A AR DS, o o
A7 R R SRR ) S Ky
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Table 11 Mechanism analysis
(D (2) (3) (4)
A
gl A Ak A Al A il
ESG_Grade 0. 003 *** 0.041 **
(4.080) (4.284)
ESG_Score 0.001 **~ 0.009 ***
(3.585) (4.379)
P AR Yes Yes Yes Yes
L 0. 108 ** 0.079 -41.672 """ —-42.155
(2.093) (1.514) (-57.834) (-57.592)
SR A AR %5 21 551 21 551 18 155 18 155
Adjusted R-squared 0. 867 0. 867 0.910 0.910
AR I8 RE BONL Yes Yes Yes Yes
il 1l 7 20 Yes Yes Yes Yes

TE: x| owx | x RIFRRTE 1% . 5% . 10% HKF B3 1755 WEE AR dbr iR

4.2.2 A FAR

Al 1) ESG FRIAT LAKS By Al AR 37 B A7 il
TELFFTE R Ak 3Cfl, DLt b4k 75 2%,
X AT LAFS Bl Al e BB o AR S AR,
AT DA B A R 5 1075 AN A IAARY, 3 & Aol 4%
DEEST, R & e AR, A REE
5% (2019) BYBFFEIEIC 12 b A E PR 4545,
St R 7 i W RTou | A s O 9 LS = 3 9 Y
T 10 41, DT F 10 WE, FfEmek, R4
BRI, R 115 (3) 5155 (4) 41
Al L, ESG 3% (ESG_Grade) #1 ESG 34+ (ESG
_Score) Y[Rl R 2 1E, U B4l A A RE
% i 1G5 ESG G R0 Al B 5T A 7 7 i 5 A
M, W H3 B, S5 mT REry R an . 5
—, ESG SZECH AR 2 . 1058 5 MU I
UGBTI DT IE T — A E e S, X P2
WA REE WL SR AA A, 55—,
REAE I A LR IO B, (R B R Rl
ILHORBEE . LR, e A )
RAAA G EEFERE, 55—, B ESC B2yl
BO RIS BURMRL, TERAT Y, PR % & X
ESG G 7 Alh i IR B 4, A Aol 2 bR
FE MBI B R . X R YR AR SR AN 1 4 Ml BE %
RWAEB BT AR, XN TR e T e U 555 o
A A% O R ) S TR R A R . S =, ESG
FAE S LB AR AR, RN I 42T 2%

AL o T 9 R TR A J il R A ] 2 e Ak
ST dh R, AL AW R B . T
Pt XA AN MRS A= 2 R ST, (R fd
BORBUH M H— ol SR L 1) SR AR B R A e, (i3
WA PRI TR BT AE ™ 18 8 ARG MU B
MBBLSE 13, RAIHA TG S M ER P
Il K e

5 HRERBT

PSS L DA T A TR sy S A b B
AR I AR bR AR AR, JF DL 2010—2022 4F A
Je b T 2 W AH S B S WIS R, SEUE A 56 Al
ESG GO0 o A2 7 T3 B S BLRL . 45 R R
Al ESG SRREB AR TH VBT B A ™ g o it —2 0%
BB, ARMPB A 7™ J 0 5i S84 T v BB Al
AR =l ARl R BB D 5% i o HLAI AR 36 A B
Al ESG SRl 25 B i 33 i sl SO RIS i ll 7S
2075 ORI HE A M B A R R A R i Al
W, ARl ESG SURAEEAT TR A R HLE . Mt Y
AR R AR AT LA SRR o ARSI D S0 4
W EARTE ESC S0, B m B AR e L e
Jit i e AR A i A BOR R /R

B, A SR A IR ESC A% O 2T
&, WRHBARFEEZS . /EPE, ESG Ik
JE AL T R B B, A2 Al I BOA FE iR #
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ESG HYE 2N, dl Bl e B b oz 1 rp R S AR AR |
BT ESG KRS, RIS A2 E 1
JEUU), 38 G R T SR A i TP A . Al
N TR FRG A TR R RN A EWE, B0
WIREIEAZOR Y M2 DHTRI L2 RA B
PT5 B A EE BT S, DA S B Al B A 7=
{UB ENES IS 59 3/

HR, BUGTEHESh Al ESG FBBSE J7 147} i
KEEME, BEA R A TR T, B
R IO 24 4 R B O WA 4 5 05 B A A, A R
b F R 1 ESG R B A R R A — 2k,
M0 T 552 5 3 AE VPG Aol 2 BU B9 IR X, 1
A1, WU BRI A S 5835 -5 [ P o 12 B A 3 1z
FE [ 19 19 ESG FRPRHESE, I Hh G AHRLA R 5 —
SRR, DR ESC B K T, TR
AR BUR I AT LA RS AL, i A
DURL . LI B 45 I Ol B R L S e 2 AT BT
B, siiball sl B ESG KRB, Bl Bkt
ARG ST, A Bl B Ao
SERUHT U ST ek, T sl At 2 AR 25
JHE A JE AR SE 3

e, ST 22 AR, A A il
ELHERE AL ESG 07 it B, WRREA g A ™ )
Fefbo ARSCSUESSARERM], Al ESG RBUE RBHE
AP AR AR, X BT AR 7 T 4 T RO
WO . I, S FE o WO R BUAE 72 T T RE,
AR TR B R BT, SE R A L BET SE
T R AR, FREERAE ESG R -5 s S Bt ik
KBRS HLE], RIS 0 BSREN AL 7
HAERAAR, @LEFTTIET5, I AR
SRS = W S AR AE [ T 577 b B e fb . RS
fiti b, ATE— B HESIE A S PR R AL, PRE
ESG S A o g Sk ARl 3= T4 € 415347l ESG
SRR, N R B B T A M
T FIMl st Al R ESG SEitir %, Rt
AREW  BERFTHEFE ) SR, FEAR S MUSAS S5 5%
Ty BEAh, DEAESEE ESG WA HLEIELL, b
BT A TSRS RE . FA I R M 0 DAl A
Z, BatlbaB s WERE . QT A R
br, as FHOREE ST B B UK SRR s S il
FIEFBRAEHLS], €T RO A s 0BT,
XA A U AR BOR 52 5 o HERE ESG iR

HMNA AR ERE, REEBRAAEAE
AL ARG AR A 25 5 5 0 BT AR 7R TR
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