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ESG HH2I7t MEZA7} o|ciE7Fs4ol Olxl= Fet

EECEN!

A% o]l A ESG(Environment, Social,

and Governance, ©|3} ESG)+= 213+, AL 4] 2
Ao, A2t 22 AT aaEs 2
3t g o, 2047178 7199 AFe] A A
(Corporate Social Responsibility)™} 2457154
(Sustainability)©] 7] Q)= 3o HAE|o] & &
I e Rk yostrly 3 4 9tk S 2}
2 A A% 79SS b o 2 AAFE

2 98] A3 Aol FFAL vlAE B
3 ARl 7|E stoh. webA AL} gt
2ol dfet €9l AFol7|E sful 2T el
= 3 7195E AEA BA
2347 gick. §aio] A5
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ESG 7%o] Mmlshel ol 7]%9)7]9
P8 4l A, 3§ 45 43t @ ESG 4
HgA YR} Fol kg OB, ESG G0
FAZE AR A FHOR EQH T Gk
Z o] Slch. 71591719} TiE A 91 % Ak
g10] At e 742 Wate] wezo] 7]
o A7) 75 kst SO WHOR ESG 7

1) 20204 7|20 vjFe] GDREWEWHE ek 252 P, 1 1S ERe oF 192
oF 84199) Tejz UpEpde. ofu] ErATL WS AAZIESIOA WA SAgole] Ak 95880l

ESG ¥4 o5
HES T A0l aAE T 9t £ o
%LOML £SO WA 850) sl i

=
)
>
0(
2

—?(Dhahwal et al., 2012;
= sfod, o]Ak2] Ui ESG
= w5 9 141519 ESG ghastel A
3o #AE S ol &2
ANA 27 Herh ARl wA = dode vtef
SERE
AR M A A] AR S o)
Aol 58 71909 AiEHRE ARsho
M, 71 4-FAAL 2E] AR HAE a7 o
S i) AAEAASL AFEA7) o]
&4 H o] HeA-S W76l =2 (Fang & Yasuda,
2009), AFEEA 7= o] 2AHAYS =] 590
Qlth(Leone & Wu, 2007). A F-EA7 = 7)1 BEA
= 9l 71EH 2= 7]¢]o] %AW ﬂ?ﬂﬂﬂi—‘i iy
Fatel, olelgn W FAol o] WL ATHAL
o] olofo&EFof et 0“‘50% ZCHImhoff,
1992; Bradshaw et al., 2001; Eames & Glover,
2003; A, Yelat, 2005, A=, 2, 1999;
254, 283], 2009). $HH, ESG 52 o|YA
W9 sAolele]l Aw AAAITHGeb &
Strawser, 2001; Chih et al, 2008; Hong &
Anderson, 2011; Kim et al., 2012; Bozzolan et al.,
2015; F&HA, 54, 2013; A&, 2£4], 2013;
AAo], H1E91, 2022). Wb ESG AL A
A71e] RS AWAAE 7Rs/dol AeH(Cho

o] o]2m, 209191 A$A9 GDP=
g2 A9A GDP

Het 7o, 7|9ed THE AN A& A7 2264039 29 o2 AoE HusGth

7|PAEHT ®30H Mes



et al., 2013; Dhaliwal et al., 2012; Cormier & 37} =Y ol AL 7ASE d|2AHE A o]
Magnan, 2015; Lopatta et al., 2016). 2 -Lof| 4] SFAME QI 18y ESG €3] EEAH0RE
© 2 =0] F7ISHL Qb= BESG HHSE & Sl et G A 4 /il
3fl, ESG 9ol AtAd7he] o] eloSAe/dof =4, B B4R A A B AeT
olH Y= "*—Eob— U=AIE Tetstarzt gtk A 719 L BN, A IR
TFAH SR, & A= o|Ak3] W ESG ¥ ¢ 78 G371 ol AN ESG A 9113] 9] A

1517} A1) oA S Alol dle Eso} it 59, 2
S MBS Uobrk, AGHE 7199 3 e @ 7H 19) BAdwe g
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e
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o EE AR ARt AR af B ARk B71A0 BEelA M2 49lo] HEA
W2 ESG ¥ 97t AR ool Zy 9 tju] AR ESG B AHol® AFH9
shgol nlA) = JFL At 7Hs40] Eolink metd 247494 7190l

B oodgtis 201695E 20208704 FEA  AREAIE] FREF] fouFh JFS vl
29| §715 AT TAGA A Aol o) A He Aoz sAHr)

£ 129 2AHAE§ A S BRoR A% Z7HE4 0 2 BSG B 9191817k ARz
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371 Rk 2 et
3 W gl
TR AT Y W] EYAAHIEE,

At 7ol At ez 9]

%5, 2022). 3] o) 2R} SEdolehs 7HAIA SHE
AFEA 435 aofetd thaat Aok AlA,  Hoto] BT 7S AEst Ak 4= qlok

APATFES Bl ST 4 = A3t vt AT o 22 3dd 2 AR S Tt
A2 ESG T 193] = AFEA7EY ololdl & Xtk AA, Il A= ESG o] & AHEH
SFol 3RAYU FFS A= AR otEG TAAE FREHA T AEe] XY=L 9
o} ESG ¥ 37t EAstE 71404l o5 ouf, o|AkS] Y| ESG B5-& #ash= ESG
EPS@} A7) EPS Afo] 9] Zpo] & S5t A -4 Y3 E Fget At obF] uf§- 55 A
7ke] o]l A e o] =G o, ESG 1 oftk Bf|efA = ESG HH 1ol 4 E A%
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ESG HH2I7t MEZA7} o|ciE7Fs4ol Olxl= Fet

& Romi 2014; Chapple et al. 2017; Eberhardt-
Toth 2017; Del Valle et al. 2019, Eberhardt-Toth et
al. 2019; Gennari & Salvioni 2019), ESG ¥ &5-&
3Ysh= fA9= Qs 71 &l e A
EA7IA| v A= Y EAT A oA
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Orazalin, 2020; Fu et al., 2020).

HFAFEE BSG 987t =Y 7|e)
22 A1) 4TS S5, BSG 995)7} 7191
ESG 7 3ol 57821 ¢l A& 7Htkar B astg
th(Spitzeck, 2009; Mallin & Michelon, 2011;
Burke et al., 2019). T3t S&P 500 7]4-& thAd
5 2 3} Dixon-Fowler et al.(2017)2] A= oA}
o f g 91499 EA7HKLD 8 F&
B7F Aol HH)e BAE 7= S ©
it Biswas et al.(2018)2] 37|49 st
T 9 Orazalin(2020)9] g 7|gS gjAto=
AN e A &7sA ALe)7F A 714
A 8 B ARSI 2R A (+)9] FEl
et &89l 59, 7, gas e
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2) WhH, d¥ AFLE AL Hithe] AnE Rushy]E 3eh Berrone & Gomez-Mejia(2009)= 1l= 7|4<
P elese] EA o7} g datel oigh FYgRle] B v
Ao AL oJArE] Wl 23 e] HAl ZIde] # Aot dwAde] YRR (st

o] Zol5 F4]

A7)}, 94 BEA Td40] 2 BSG 9]

H, FeE, 2E9(2022)2 o|AH2] Ui ESG
4 252 WEsh= skl ffelE AAg 7
oA B & 459 BSG AIE Hol=A] &
QlekiL, ESG 91935 “A=4] ESG $¥3] 9}
G Y Y3 2 LE3slo] ESG AuaHs

£ Rol=x FHslech WA, ESG B
3] A2 71}de] mldA] 719 Hek ESG A3t
Ao Yyttt =4, ‘A=4
ojuje] ESG 99 %)(CSR, %71, ESG 59
BA)E AT 710l a54 A& ®
= ARS8 A Y 8hl fEl)yE AR 719
Hrp o] 52 ESG A H3ith 252 ou] 9]
AL e)= ESG T A (E)I A HIT-2(G) ol
A froAer £2 AEss, 254 E
= TAIET) 449 18] ESG 5 AF2I(S)9}
AJuf2(G)oll A F-ol gt S B ol &
2l Al A0 fdel(a=4 Ade)E A
A7k 719& AE4 ofnl o] CSRe|| H} S35
= BHH, 2 ESG ¥ 8o ARg-sh AX]
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7HAFHT Qe A2 oo gjgsle 2=
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AMEE]7] A2t g-ofo]th(Cherry & Sneison 2011, 2012)
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ESG HH2I7t MEZA7} o|ciE7Fs4ol Olxl= Fet
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HMZLY, Z

AN
1

getti(Jo & Harjoto, 2012; Fuente et al., 2017,
Burke et al., 2019; Gennari & Salvioni, 2019). 7]
9o ESG 91918 A2 telolRA|S okt
1, 4419 9l (legitimacy) & Qo] X475
33 A4LS 1= 4 9JtH(Gennari & Salvioni,
2019). ESG ¢193]= ESG A7} Haiw 7]
o] si4] A2 o5 Saloluld), Alo] 1
A9l Tt o4e WA F1de] Here
geldon Aagdels suelrlm et
(Garcia-Sanchez et al., 2019; Eberhardt-Toth et
al. 2019). 7| 548} 5 27151 ESGol theh A}
3l9] 250] tfal7) Siat 71%le) W Al
ol ESGi= 383 74100 @ 4 912 o],
ESG 52 okt olafRAAEe] a7s
Z2A)717] Y5t Z2w9o] Qo E R o|3|TA A}
o] Z(stakeholder theory)©] A-8-2 4= Qlt}(Zahra
& Pearce, 1989; Hung, 2011). o] 0|2 3}o|A]
ESG &5 olsfBAIAES a0l FF2 e
] (Brower & Mahajan, 2013), ESG & ¥3]9] 4
oo A2 Aol 4] ol AR S a7 =
eI o188 49 9 Asal Ao e}
(Eberhardt-Toth et al., 2019). F+oF 7] oo] o]aj

oﬂ.

ARRe) 2.7l Tt H2k4] o8-S 913 ESG 9]
312 S5 £9ohe Aolehel, ESG 914

30| A= AH ESG BET QA= 4
u2 ESG 479 HHORE ojojd slAol

l;_o};q 2~ 0] r,].

oo} L e Ee AZ ATl HHE T

4) ESG 9193 A Z2S Gennari & Salvioni(2019)= 7HAE Au|7ERZ FYA}-F5 7t
= A & Q= Eﬂxﬂololi(agency theory)ollA] 27| gt &, o]A3] Wf 519] ¢
FolA BEAY] A R T A o]dRTt B9 Ao BAE AT 4 Utk &

71—£ e 423)3t 0 24 ESG &+

HollA] dfE]Rle]go R Htﬂﬂu}(Jo & Harjoto, 2012).

5) 7IBFAAES %4‘3‘25“: ESG 2ol 2529l 7ol gt

5 wjAolgt & &

Exp7h sl w7
QIth(Saad & Strauss, 2020; 7A3FA, 2021; B4, 2021; A9, 2021).

[>

ik shele] Thr A5 Al ZALA
= ESG 349 91913 27 o%%}Es w5z
ol §2I3 H(+)2] BAE meleks 2ol
(Walls et al., 2012; Konadu, 2017; Hussain et al.,
2018; Baraibar-Diez & Odriozola, 2019; Burke et
al., 2019; Del Valle et al., 2019; Garcia-Sanchez
et al., 2019; Miras-Rodriguez et al., 2019). =1}
719e ddez 3 Aol A e ESG ¥ %’4%
3] 2] 719 @ wr} BAH ESGo| 717k
e 7 193] AR 71dolA mdA] 719
E} O 2 ESG A& KT AATHYSE,
&4, 2022).

o

2.2.2, ESGe} AFEA7L ARES

S AR ATES) A Ho] o, & A5
9 w7 A9hE mekshe DEAY) ESG 4
3= ol ST 4714 Ao Fa)
A HEE £ FA B w2 SAEE Y B
E 4= QItK(Gelb & Strawser ,2001; Chih et al.,
2008; Hong & Anderson, 2011; Kim et al., 2012;
Bozzolan et al., 2015). 1811 0]} & FA| &
o] ke A5 tfelolul g 7k T
$o zEngo7 AZAETKSengupta, 1998).

% 750 skl BSGE 34 1 8452
Faah sz, vl= 71l tigk Gelb &
Strawser(ZOOl).J A Fo A ESG 539°] =2 7]
AEo] FA| £&= =) Chih et al(2008)2]

A

oot

to] die 2 AE shdsta AP
3| ESG sl A4 Al

§l5o] 9rHrol ESG 498 HE
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T=T
5-8)%3(2018)2 Barth et al.(2013)2] o]]=14

o] EE4E, 17l ukEY, 4Al4e](2018)=
Francis et al.(2005)2] 2ol o] o] =S

=i HA—] 7].9,] o](ﬂoﬂigi}ﬂ' 7{3]'_/1\_':‘__]_'14“]5 ;1%]—‘% s}
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G BEL o4t 57} Afolo] &
IHCE oo, HAA e ESG g9
7AL-7} od8FH o] ] Fit}. Lopatta et al.(2016)2
ESG &-5o] YWHRAAHZ et w22l E
S ganle B3 Bugt oS Az



ESG &5o] A2 ESG FAlol 5715 Al&3}
21 (Clarkson et al., 2008; Dhaliwal et al., 2011),
F715) B AR S A7) TR

2 A=t Dhaliwal et al.(2012)2 ESG Hil
A FA7E AFEA T} A& A bE HaAlZIeal
Baglon, o5 ESG 47t AFAE 74
Al7]= & 1KOrlitzky et al.,, 2003; Margolis &
Walsh, 2003)2 213 ESGE= B A FFA] A H
NA = AF-EH7HES] AT dlSel 83
HE7F AlgE7] WZolkal Eektho). Cormier
& Magnan(2015)2 Z73-3A]7} Barron et al.
(1998)9] mgof o]t A FLEA 712 consensusE
MAAZIIL ESAAS daA7]e A0S 21
ESG FAI7} A4 719 ol &2
of 2134 41Ql IS =the ofnlz ol Hrt. =
W AtolA vidE, deit(2013)3 HiAd S
(2014)= BSG &55 sh= 7192 S84 9
Al o]¢fE Harste] o]} o] o E7ksAdo] ol
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-;‘\B\—]_—]’ O]T:
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oj¢ejo]¢] Eﬂ%/\éo] = 7]0401]/\15 ESG &%
FAFA| Z_E]-.J__ E_I_L_%E}‘ ESG &

6) s E°l, W], %v)(2022)= ESG &
oA 761ﬂ1 UEe AR

Fo| EAeRE ojolo] x|l ZrbHr Bislel, HIAR
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71 1-1: ESG o 7]
%%—ZHOW *e l?d ohjH] st
T QR o] ZA g
*é%ﬂﬂﬁk

ESG $191819] mqloz <Ig ofaol] vt o
FEO Tk 9]e] X o WSS TE
SIL QAR AR ATEE olAlslo] 4A L &
g e} mh7bA 2 ESG 19319 o] 7}
A sl o) ATska Sck. 7] A0l =g
= olrg]o] EAu ek, EeHolm T
3 187t BUEYS Noh & SAgoA

2] 537} =rh= A oth(Chapple et al.,
2017; del Valle et al., 2017). o]9} Z-& £]3]|=

Aut A%
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ESG HH2I7t MEZA7} o|ciE7Fs4ol Olxl= Fet

o1 A,

2
=2 T
oAl HEFE & ¢ QlEE 3

of

e WS B GAIA AN
AolA %5 2

3} 4= Qltk(Eberhardt-Toth et al., 2019).
ESG $1915]9] 2] glo] olAls1e] Eapgnt
+ ESG ¥ 7t == A7F yehuA] 93
= Qlth(Garcia-Sanchez et al., 2019).

Del Valle et al.(2017)2] ¥-1= ESG 93]9]
AF@Jof Al HIZ41 ESG 919138]9] =344 ESG 4
22 Z71A175, HEAR Aol &2 5
A A A LeFe ol o] Ayt
] 2 UERdth Eberhardt-Toth(2017)o| A= ESG
gleisle] B4, Thp, 21, olxjs] ool 9]
9] A4 ofF T TR 54501 BSG IS
NAA 7= A0 2 Ve Chapple et al.(2017)
£ ESG Sl S5 E il ey
5 27 5 4AA ZUE FHE BAS E9
ESG $J13]9] & 3}A(effectiveness)o]et= ot
= W31, ESG Q15 of ol gt 93 24
Shick A% A3, ESG 957t AnH o 7]
L AANAS A He R AEE Tk
Kol g7k Ao e,

AT ESG flflele 247 AoA)
ESG #& 7T Ageles Hi due 4
Yt 4~ 9lc}. E3], Brower & Majajan(2013)°]
of}#l ESG A2z ol s 5] 270] ut
U vizkete} ol e AR} Bl 2l ssto] Auht
A =FEo] el wet Ay 23t
W CEOL}t == 1 &Hs) EEsl= &= aubz

7

lo [‘.‘?3 o oN

il
2

[‘E:u:z

A 5E 2 198 de5 ESG et & o
A4 o], ESG 19317k 74 7] ef 2} o
Al 9198lo] B SHelA & of o & g
AOR 5T = ik

HESAT M30H HMe=

%, & Aol A= ESG 91942 E F3 ESG 4
37} A, o]9] GeFom FA 9 B|AEA
o) hto] olEol A1, 1 7lak ARLAAS] A
B30l MAE ], HHH 02 AYREATL o2
Hshgo] HHETHE e 122 Qs 9l
g, E}#20 ESG I8]o] A= o] 55o] Hr}
E5lo] Lehd A 02 7|ig 4= glet. o]l 44
2 olgjje} o], =H A o)1 Els] ExEdl= ¢

R

7Hd 1-2: ESG & 3]9] =HAL AfFEA
7o) ofelella e 37

71 1-3: ESG ¥ 913] 9] S5/ A4
7o) ojof|& e ST AT

2] Ql o] 2ol &5k, Aot 7 Fol EElF ol
uheh 7GRkl Al 71978 B0l A= 785 e
Q1A 7} oF7] ¥ (Jensen & Meckling, 1976), T
Zelulge 719 7o) 2R G b
(Grossman & Hart, 1980; Jensen & Meckling, 1976;
Jensen, 1986). &17] 4] Jensen & Meckling(1976)

2 RAA| Ro] F71e4E thejol BAS mTh
2oz BAlstel, 20t AN oA U

A% By g gl vigel Az
ok mgleh AR o] £245 AA0

F30} FAYATE olsfTA Y X|(incentive
alignment)= tjj2|Qlnv]-&o] ZAsIERE, 7|9
7140 At 7197 SHekE et A9
=9 0|33 7H5-AJo] =rhDemsetz, 1983). =,

ARAGAUSE V185 BT BHoR
1AM A B FOBH 770
52 42412 folo] ZofE 4 Glek. webA] 2

A7 A G 7L 3 H G Abo]



Mz, ZES

Lo

of tiE] A7 R Ao, A I 719
= T A GAF Aol diERIZA7E =2 A
S8 ZhrEu(Al R, A11%, 2003; o] FH, ©f
/?)].ié]a ];]_}'OHOS]’ Sa O] OZE49 2014)

rlo
fio
@)
=
=
S
«
[¢)
-
=3

2003; Margolls & Walsh, 2003) ESGOﬂ il A=
QIr}. webA B Aol A 714
19] w37} A7 A% 711004 © & Lpehd A
o2 d|&stn], 7Hd S ofefj et o] A ARt

Hog 3 4

7 2-1: ESG el $1943]9] A3ial7} ofe]
& B4 gt wiks 247
A 7ol A B & Lherd Aole).

7Hd 2-2: ESG 3 9)¥3] ZHAl Q] A A
7} olofollZ: el et File A
7397t 71104 o & e Aolet.

71 2-3: ESG & 193] EEA49 AF-E4
7} olelelZ: A2l Tiet k= 4
SR 7190014 B & b o,

B2 olAely ESG #l BES
3 S AT ool
oFe FsHedl Slck. web
RS o 8517 gt

4

r%

ACCURACY;;= R+ B ESG committee (ESG comyy,
ESG indy, ESG freqi,)+ hSIZE,
+ BLEV,+ PROE; 1+ fsLOSS;:
+ B FOLLOW; + BRETVOL,
+ AMTB,+ BBIG:+Y.IND
+YYEAR ey Q)

where,
ACCURACY,=(-1) x | (A4 EPS—AF-EA7}
EPS o529 B4t)/7|257H
ESG committee;;
ESG com;,=ESG 1937} A8 1<
Rojsla, A Rod 0%
Folshs Hnds:
ESG indy=ESG 193] W Ate]o|A} vl
ESG freq,,=ESG $193]9] A7t 73| 349
AART;
SIZE=7197E, 1T A7Hd)
LEV, =5Aulg, 54/ A4k
RO, =%71=0]9) /A
LOSS,=371%=0l90] &(-)od 1, of™ 0&
Fodhes HrEs
FOLLOW, =33 719l tisf o]¢] A&
RS AFEA7E o] AR
RETVOL, =998 715989 2593}
MTB,=AP7k] dju] 77 vl&
BIG,=HF3AEAY TS e B9 1,

ohq® 09 ghe Folshe HrHs
SIND=3F AFgleld 1: oUW 0 Fofshe
ki
% YEAR=3¢ A=old 1. ofy® 0& Fofsh=

Gz,

53 ESG Y3)71 A -8
A7re] oA S E TAAAE AL R 5

Ao
o=
3 2 QA7 JHg A% & 4 9lon), BSG

Y 92 E (D=

ol
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committee, ()7} 7V TAH

2 #%ME}. o
o BSG fielsle] £, Sl
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s
o
2
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ox
%
o4l
-
olN
ﬁ\L
o 3
i
=3
A
o
)
e
&
]o

1‘_6_]'
%%mi Q1 A1 ololel 2140 z;
asdhs AR BRITH, A AR SOl
S99 gho.z Lherd: Hlolet
F4040 A ol 2 A 24
371 9130 WA, A o 7] o] FAIT A T
Y(EPS)OIH AFEA LS| 7150 23t 5

ol
A 719l digt EPSQ] - 4k(consensus)S A}
ek, ol %A AN G2 08T} 224 R(2 4R

ﬂ¥

AFEAFE] SBHMTH) o]ejo] S
2 TAYHs A ouidih B elo

ACCURACYi= 4] S| 52|19} vl A Q) o &
A2 B 2ot g Ao 1) o) Ay
22 FelL, T wWagro] S oflo| 2 e}
Kol & A0 eh7] 91a) -1& ol AT
0]-8-31tH(Byard et al., 2011; Tan et al., 2011; 7+
o]m7, 0]5.9, 2013; 027, 2022).
WAIH 2] ESG YL 3|(ESG committeei,t)% 3
7HAl M5 o83kt ESG_comi2: ©1AH] Y]
Al 49 e E4ck 1) ¢
=, TABHA o 05 Foishs HulHaol
t}. ESG ind,= 3g ESG ,_'%'i QY3 TAY
S AJolAzE AR 8= HIFS YEH, 51
g2 Qul ). vpA[H o2 ESG fiegin= ESG ¢
Usle] Az 4F Sl4eo] AARLE FHalol A
AR ghe 2, BSG 99139 g5 573t
EAESRE ARYATAN AR of
o162 5 4jo] g o)Ak AP 719 B4
se xS

Fsl9th(Clement, 1999; Duru &

°l
Gl

ox

_l

7|PAEHT ®30H Mes

Reeb, 2002; Bradshaw et al., 2009; Kim & Shi,
2012; Horton et al., 2013).

7| A E(SIZE)= A4 71
shaoll AP S A 5 ek 7| ARt
58 BAAEe] Bajol S8 AR Aol
REREEEELNEEERPES ER

Z]eKBhushan, 1989; O'Brien & Bhushan, 1990),

2 7|4} S7HEE A RLEA 7S]

& FYste GE7E EFHA ololdEeat

A 7MSAE 9ok BAEE&(LEV)S A%

20] o]o]2A Lol AdFFS u|A|n, Hajue
g

0] =0} 0] %%
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N
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o] o] 57]. L/\i ZHU H/\47}
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S(ROE)S 3o EFIATHGAS, 2003). 2
o wieroAl, 7]9le] HAAE JRSas 27}
A7BR AR REAR B MBS
7SIk, 2, o8], 2010),
G7leolele Bad vol lmstel §7ldd
w313} v 7]919] o]}x|4:4lo] o3t of
1% Ao HasHe RS Holn, B
&2 RO E(LOSS)E £35S tH(Lundholm
& Myers, 2002; Ettredge et al., 2005). E47]1<
& G|ZT AL SFOLLOW} Bet=
142} GolSol AR i
=75+ cH(Bhushan, 1989). 7] ¢4 1
B30 He ol 7S, AR
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27 9] W % 3H(information ambiguity)2 LEM
L A0S WS ARETOLE 2t A% W o
Aol ge) REUAR Aadto] T4
T ZASIATHE A, HElt, 2005; oHa9,
FH, 29=, A, D, 2006; A3,
2]%3}, o8], 2010). FAREFE S A A 7H]

(Behn et al., 2008), ZHAHER ] tj-g-2] o1 tha 7zt
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59 193] F 7 ol ¢33 E ES
382 BEFatict o] ERole £H84 Y
AHA ALY, S2HeE], &

F/99193] 5% ESG 939 ¥
A, w8 8a= 7P A53 A A
(CSR)2] FAJo]7] wfjFolck.D) WH-AH
£ ESG ¥ 3= E7E 4= =7t
O] AAx|7} Q) oL}, ESG T 93] S
3 public policy) $1215] 5 4] F5
U3 A% o7 BPo|H 2, o E3k
o 27t ofd Ao 2 HIErH(McKendall et
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1= 8-A8l- A7) ESGl AR E3P4el Tevh mtE fdeln, B4 Sl el FAlojur Hee
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ESG HH2I7t MEZA7} o|ciE7Fs4ol Olxl= Fet

SAQo 24T A3 68479 HI9 ESG
#9287} 24akc

=
V. 4F zn

41 7|eSA—D dEEAEN

<E > WS 7ledATE

2291 ACCURACY= AJEEA 7] o

4 < HeEA, 010‘01]55&}01]

)% I3le] 2222 o]ou| & AT o] =i

ﬁg oJu|gtth. ACCURACYS] BH3H(E73h

-0.065(-0.022)2 UtERSTE 8 TAHESl o
AL

[0F Ao

i
ol-N
SN
mlo FE:
[‘_4

—r’

rlo

©1918)(ESG _com)7} AR E]o] 9= 7] -dE=
FEA 11.5% A=E 2}A|5}L Qo) ESG in-
dii= ESG 193] o) A AL o] AR} A A8} = H] %
S UEhe), 5 U] ESG J93]ofl A AFejo] A}
7} AR BH B0 W 833%HEYL HolE
T} ESG §1912]9] 542 ofv]ohz ESG_fregi,
+ ESG 91943]9] Azt 7| 3l5of AARIE
F3 W2 A, B gh(E1tEh el 1.032(1.099)0]
STk € W49] Fat g (FAHEh 0.92(1.10), F
Ak 0, Zohglh 3302 A], 2 Y] ESG 9193+
B Ao 2 A7 4™ FE L ATk
EAMS F AR S(LEV)S B 42.6%0]
™, LOSS2] Hgho] 23.18 Kol Ax & =
of 23%9] 7|Y-A=ofA AAE Hisiith

AFS] W ESG, &2, AR 59 A44E 7l BIGE] Batgko] 0.5680]| =, A 32 oAl
(# 1) FUEL 7IeSAY
Variables Mean Median Min Max Std. Dev.
ACCURACY —0.065 —0.022 —-0.711 0.000 0.114
ESG com 0.115 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.319
ESG ind 0.833 1,000 0.000 1,000 0.197
ESG freq 1.032 1.099 0.000 2.639 0.807
SIZE 20.034 19.709 16.698 24,274 1.629
LEV 0.426 0.425 0.050 0.897 0.199
ROE 0.024 0.060 —-1.678 0.390 0.216
LOSS 0.231 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.421
FOLLOW 1,183 0,693 0.693 3.135 0.731
RETVOL 0.441 0.414 0.116 1.946 0.169
MTB 1.084 0.702 0.073 7.991 1.224
BIG 0.568 1,000 0.000 1,000 0.495

) ¥i44o): ACCURACY (DXI(“Zﬂ EPSA SR A7} EPS ol Z2)9] Ht)7| s
(e}

& Hojslm, 2454 gor 0&

sh Hujes

7H; ESG com;;: ESG 9|37} &As14 1

; ESG_ind;z ESG 13| Ate]o]A}b H|E; ESG freq;: ESG 9132

B A2 0] AR S ZIU, WCT A7 LBV Al P A ROE;g¢ 9715019/

LOSS;: ©7]20]0]0]

SE)old 1, ofUH 0 ; FOLLOW,.: log(ald 7ol dial] o]doZx]E sl AREM7 4);

RETVOL;; 9% Z7lolge B2MA); MTB;: AA71A] div] AE712] vlg; BIG: d@gAHele] s we Ao |

ohiw 02 g Rofat o,

€D 719EIHT M3 MeS



<3 2> FRHPEY 3jojd JBAITE AA
SaL Qle}. AFEA7} o] 2ol 5 g2 (ACCURACY)
I BSG 9J9¥3] dA o7 7YE yEd=
ESG com®) AHAG= 0.07302 1% 42300 A
A1 H( ) AE Hol, 7H 1-1& A
Z8kaL gleh. ESG ind 9 ESG freq®} ACCURACY
Atololl = el AUIAIE KoY, ESG freq
o} ACCURACY Atolof| ARt 1% <ol A 9] 3k
TAE A = QlojA, 7Hd 12 H 138 B
SRIA A FA] = E3

EAWSE A}8H SIZE, ROE, FOLLOW,
MTB, BIGS ACCURACY®} 3-2J3t oF(+)2] A

TAE B, 71GHE, AR08, A+
70, 7199 474, 1Bl al gAY
A A7 ol &g dE 7t
7le ¥AYS HoAst. o9k ¥ LEV,
LOSS, RETVOLS} ACCURACY 7Ho+= -2)8t 2
(9] FAATE dehlof, FAEe] il &
dol AR 719 9 FrrlES 2EHAL

7 BEAAo] e 7|9 E AT EATE] o]

> o fr e

Vari 1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10 11
1 ACCURACY| 1
2 ESG com | 00137 1
3 ESG ind 0,003 1
4 ESG freq | 015 | 0, 0147 1
5 SIZE 00997 05007 | 0287 | 0268 1
6 LEV 02387 01157| 0087 | 0001 | 03%8 | 1
7. ROE 0455 | 0024 | -0.089" | 0,018 | 01317 | -02447] 1
8 LOSS 04027 | -0.0497| 0,084 | -0075 | <0165 | 0194 | -0.615 | 1
9 FOLLOW | 023 | 04127| 0235 | 0304 | 0664 | 0107 | 0127 | -0168"| 1
10, RETVOL | -0185 | -0.101" | 0,038 | -0.039 |-0305" | 0051 | -0.226" | 0239 | -0182"| 1
11 MIB 01797 | -0.16" | 0,092 | 0004 | -034""| 03517 | -0.022 | 0061 | -0.004 | 0306 | 1
12 BIG 008 | 09230 | 0135 | 01107 | 045 | 0095 | 0053 | -0091"| 0341 | <0263 | -0.141"

1) This table shows the pearson correlations among the variables in this study.

2) :::::::::’ ,‘.:::, #

represent 1%, 5%, and 10% significance levels, respectively(two-tailed).
3) Refer to <Table 1> for the definitions of the variables.
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G %"L% ESG $1¢3]o} A 547} o] Qle) 2
5] Aol gt dtolet. <3 3>2 3
éltﬂ 2l ESG H"JQ = ‘o|AFE]Y] ESG ¥ 519
EA AFESG _comy, ‘©|Ate] W} ESGE
st o19] AJolA] ARQ]oIA} AFASH=
12(ESG indy 7183 ‘ESG $J93]2] A7t 74X
3|42 543 ESG 21939 EE4(ESG feq)
o7 RSt A5 AAG 415 27 Model
1, Model 2, Model 30]| 4] A|A|}aL )L},

HA], Model 194 ESG com(3)2] A5k
0.011=2 5% oA 523t QF(+)<] S Kol
AL Sl o] AXE Fl Wﬂ W ESG $13]
7F EA5k= 7192 o 2 5o AFEEA7

o Felg 4 9

ju g

ou, oj 7Hd
O& Model 20|H% ESG ind(f)e AZ=Ztkol
0.0472 LFERF o, 5% 42220]| 4] G213k OF(+)
o] kg BojF31 9lr}. o= ESG 193]9] T4
o Glof AbelolAb} XR|aHe HlF
CEXRPRS
olu, oli= 7} 125 A A|3ket. Tk ESG 919
3]9] @17k A2 $]4:0] futo] T A (Model
3), fi] AL 0.0062.% OK(+)02 Veket
o §ofat Aurt UehtA g, 744 132
SR R,

<3 3>0] ZH= o|A13] 1] ESG ¥ 319] §]
A7k ALk A2, 814K 719 e AR
H7ke] ojo]alZo] AA| EPS gkt 7HA% Aol
7} Ak Ag Holzth B3, ESG 9937

] EE—’—_I

oloel 2 eHdo] FAHL B

€D 719EIHT M3 Mes

UAUSE ALY o]ofo] 2240
3 EAHe o 2 Uepdths 2nE Hojx
. 9191819] 23] AR\t ket 993le] &
29l L% Fasihs B AN Thl,
ESG 91918]0] BHEAL ATt o]ofe2
AeEA olat ool L elgkeh. ol

M o £ i

O

I QB HE Sl } L{P 13)).

ohH, SAIM e A st} FAHIE(LEY), <=
EA A o F(LOSS) B
(RETVOL)%} AF-247} MO%I%—ZJ 34 Afolo]
L E o5 ()9 BAS HolFgih 7Y
o R ffo] L84, FHT oIS WA
YRR, el FeHAo] 2 79
#A7k5o] o]e) o 5ahe 4
o] Ath= H& T 4 AthEddy & Seifert,
1992, Lundholm & Myers, 2002; Ettredge et al.,
2005, AAL-, e+, 2005; o, A, =

Gz, Adad, 73, 2006; 415374, ﬁéﬂ
o] 3], 2010). E3F, EAHLo] o1 E(ROE)S] 7

AT ololel A8 o] 1T oK)
S AL A0 ekt o 2040l
O 1A AF EARE dzAmo) ot

Sa7} B AR S 0] A3t o]
NZA2 ABsHAA sHe f2l0] F7H] T2
A3 HITHPA, 2003). EH71US %
3 AFRA 7L SHFOLLOW) B A7 HA e
573 B RMTB)T AFEA7E o] olel 243t
X 71N 22 of(+)9] §218 BAS Btk
JAbe] A M40k AT EA7} o] oe 2Ty
Zholl Holi= T H¥tA 0 2 Aay7o) At

<]



Mz, ZES

(E 3) ESG 2II5I9t MSEAL 0[S Ryl

T O/ O

IniF=:PS|
LLO

24

ACCURACY; = o+ R ESG committee,, (ESG comi; ESG indy, ESG fregi)+hSIZE + HBLEV:,
+ M ROE; 1+ BsLOSS; 1+ feFOLLOW, 1 + f1RETVOL;  + RMTB, i+ [ BIG + 5 IND+ X YEAR+ it

Dependent Variables: ACCURACY

Independent Variables:

Model 1: ESG com

Model 2: ESG ind Model 3: ESG freq

Intercept 0,031
(0.598)
ESG committee 0.011"
(2.172)
SIZE —-0.,002
(—1.489)
LEV -0.026""
(-2.909)
ROE 0.159""
(18.682)
LOSS -0.049"
(-11.472)
FOLLOW 0026
(9.168)
RETVOL -0,082""
(-=17.491)
MTB 0,014
(9.314)
BIG 0,002
(0.486)
industry & year controlled
No, of observations 4,665
Adjusted E—square 0,333
F 34,78

0.161" 0.141
(2.196) (1.918)
0.047" 0.006
(2.434) (1.445)
-0,009" -0,008"
(-2.520) (—2.257)
-0.027 -0.,032
(~1.390) (-1.641)
0.080" 0.075"
(3.039) (2.835)
-0.041 -0,040
(—4.248) (-4.170)
0.033™ 0.033™
(5.787) (5.676)
-0,123™ -0,115™"
(-8.831) (—8.562)
0.010 0,009
(1.697) (1.522)
-0,025" -0.020
(=1.977) (~1.557)
controlled controlled
539 539
0.340 0.335
6.042 5,926

1) Test results of this table are based on the fixed-effects model.

2) ™7 represent 1%, 5%, and 10% significance levels, respectively(two-tailed).

3) Refer to <Table 1> for the definitions of the variables.

zZ= Aoz} Ato|o] tla] ol ZuoA &
74 GA= o3| Y *|(incentive alignment) %=

7 ARG ] omR, e Yol g

1l 4= 9ltk(Jensen & Meckling, 1976). w}he}
2 Aolld = A oﬂx}g 28GR e} A
78 BAYE Aratoted, A Aol mhk
ESG ¥d 9139 && o] XH 24 7Ee] o] ¢

Z48t4of 1] 1= o
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AR OO, DA G AL afA IS thARoR T Pancl BY AF AL BE 4
IR ARA G TR o[57) gkek. ufebA] o] AFe] 1) ESG el 8-919)

<3 4>9] Panel A+ A7 IA 7|9 B U7} 22T 79-(Model 1), ESG T 93]
Ao AFEA7E ol el S 2ol iR ESG ¢ o] ol Qo] Arelojabr} AA[sk= HFol &
9] AILE, Panel BoM = AEH G4 719 &F=(Model 2), 12|31 ESG #d ¢]919]9] &

o 0] FAHE 217t AAISLI QIThI0 < 4>0] o] FAE(Model 3), A A7 o]o]
Pancl A2] Model 1 36| Model 3 744 §,9] A% ol &A8H40] £8(371 A0 & 179 of

2

72 77 0.015,0.081 12]aL 0.011 8, ZF2F 5%, — 22 32 F3-79A} Alo|o] tiajlu]go] Ut
1%, 10% FolpEol A o7t H(+) 92 = 2FBFA 710l 2 eelenka & 4= 9l
o7 yeht, 714 2-1,2-2,2-3& 2% th <X 49 BEAHS0 ATt <H 3>904] A

0| z]+= A it
ST W, e AAEEAGA 7] AlE A} Ao S AR e,

(B 4) ARESXt 6RE TSt ESG Y3 MMFEAT7L o|oSHEY
ACCURACY; =+ ESG committee;(ESG comi, ESG indy, ESG freqi)+hSIZE +BLEV,
+ P ROE; i+ s LOSS; i+ fe FOLLOW, 1 + /1 RETVOL; i+ RRMTB, i+ o BIG; + 5 IND+ ¥ YEAR+ ¢t

[Panel Al: 287494 &8
Dependent Variables: ACCURACY

Independent Variables: Model 1: ESG com Model 2: ESG ind  Model 3: ESG freq

Intercept 0,042 0.299 0,278
(0.738) (3.137) (2.905)
ESG committee 0.015" 0.081" 0.011"
(2.443) (2.944) (1.960)

SIZE ~0.004" -0,014" -0,013™
(—2.019) (—3.396) (—3.089)
LEV -0.018" -0.004 -0.013
(-1.792) (—0.169) (—0.512)
ROE 0,148 0.012 -0.009
(14.312) (0.306) (-0.238)

LOSS -0.049" -0.052"" -0.049™
(-10.121) (~4.457) (~4.200)

FOLLOW 0,025 0,036 0,035
(7.798) (4.976) (4.824)

RETVOL -0.092"" -0.187" -0,187"
(=7.377) (—4.535) (—4.501)

9) ¥ AL AQRIAY HuPGAT ArhEFol AL HrhRe] SApAOR BRE] gk Aol 2449RE
Fuspec.

10) £57 94 o8 culAsE Agslel £54FA ofio] WE ESG Bl Sldslel ATHA ool SIS HA
Aan B Ao T & He

-
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LNz, 578

[Panel A]: 2847497 B8

Dependent Variables: ACCURACY

Independent Variables:

Model 1: ESG com

Model 2: ESG ind

Model 3: ESG freq

MIB

BIG

Industry & year

No, of observations
Adjusted R—square
F

0,014
(8.607)
0.003
(0.948)
controlled
3,195
0.300
24.60

0.015
(1.954)
-0,038"
(—2.369)
controlled
380
0.353
5.206

0.013"
(1.686)
-0.033"
(-1.999)
controlled
380
0.343
5,039

[Panel B]: HEHEA B2

Dependent Variables: ACCURACY

Independent Variables:

Model 1: ESG com

Model 2: ESG ind

Model 3: ESG freq

Intercept

ESG committee
SIZE

LEV

ROE

LOSS

FOLLOW
RETVOL

MIB

BIG

industry & year
No. of observations

Adjusted E—square
F

0.060
(0.549)

0.002
(0.229)

—0.000
(=0.119)
-0.030%*
(—1.940)

0, 171%%%
(12.857)
_O‘ 059»~ £
(=7.687)

0.026%#%

(4,939)
—0,067:
(—3.403)
0,015%%%*
(4.695)
—0.005
(-0.870)
controlled

1,024

0.416

17.23

-0.277*
(-1.881)
—0.013
(-0.535)

0.013*

(-2.402)
0,158%#%
(4,118)
—0.008
(-0.409)
0.007
(0.559)
—0.057
(-1.086)
0,047%%
(2.465)
0.009
(0.451)
controlled
152
0.470
4,465

-0.256*
(=1.789)
—0.002
(-0.264)

0.012

(-2.361)
0,155%%%
(3.993)
—-0.007
(-0.351)
0.008
(0.606)
—0.067
(-1.291)
0.045%%*
(2.392)
0.007
(0.341)
controlled
152
0.469
4,452

2,

1) Test results of this table are based on the fixed-effects model.

3) Refer to <Table 1> for the definitions of the variables.

, represent 1%, 5%, and 10% significance levels, respectively(two-tailed).
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V. 271N

5.1 ESG #lHalet MFEMIL + Ato|2]

Bty 2y

& HoJA= o]Ar2lUl ESG & 9] &

(B 5) ESG 9Islel SHIIUS OISB KREAD
FOLLOW,/=fo+ R ESG committee;,(ESG comy, ESG indy, ESG freq)+ hSIZE~+BLEV,
+ B ROE; 1+ BsLOSS, 1+ fe RETVOL; 1+ B MTB, + R BIG; i+ 3 IND+ 5 YEAR+¢it

A Aol s 71949 o] o & A5 WraEst
 AFEA7E ol oHdt GRS vA=A
&l EAISF A} 3t <& 5>2] Model 1, Model
2 Z12J 31 Model 394 ZH2F BSG ¥ 9913] &
A A FH(ESG_com), $1¥8]9 =HA(ESG_ind),
a1 BEA(ESG freq)s WAHpR AR

b 4~(FOLLOW)

Dependent Variables: FOLLOW

Independent Variables:

Model 1: ESG com Model 2: ESG ind Model 3: ESG freq

Intercept —6,118%#%* —6.618%%% —6.611%%%
(—24.433) (-18.315) (—13.466)
ESG committee 0.1471%%* 0.060 0.057*
(5.317) (0.339) (1.745)
SIZE 0,349%%% 0,365%#* 0,360%%*
(50.560) (17.259) (17.247)
LEV =0, 131 %% —0,473%%% —0,467%%*
(—2.886) (=3.055) (—3.046)
ROE —-0.025 0,426%* 0.444%*
(=0.577) (2.050) (2.158)
LOSS —0,095%#* —-0,160%* -0,156%*
(—4.310) (-2.113) (=2.069)
RETVOL 0.023 0.042 0.079
(0.410) (0.166) (0.313)
MTB 0,162 0.258%%% 0,249%#%
(21.409) (5.769) (5.545)
BIG 0.032% 0,300%#* 0,323%%*
(1.921) (3.060) (3.300)
industry & year controlled controlled controlled
No, of observations 4,665 539 539
Adjusted R—square 0.575 0.688 0.690
F 93.81 23.02 23.21
1) Test results of this table are based on the fixed-effects model.
2) , ;::*, represent 1%, 5%, and 10% significance levels, respectively(two-tailed).

3) FOLLOW;g AJF-247} =0] A2 1. Refer to <Table 1> for the definitions of other variables.

€ 712zIHT XM M6z



Mz, ZES

AI-E A AL Q)T
<3 5>0][A] Model 1] A3A1HE glstH,
ESG com(5)S] 3HAAG= 0.1412 1% &
A frofgt AaHE Bt o] ESG ¥ 93]
7} o|Atg] Abstel] EAfsh= 71l 49 3T 7]
ol diste] o]af| &S AAlsh= A7
o] o] grh= ZS 9Jujgltt. ESG $193 94
o] AFEEA7E o gt avE AwEY
(Model 2), ESG_ind($))] Alsgko] ¥(+)of 2
AE Hola ot fofshA] ¢kglch. whH,
Model 3] ESG ¥ $193] &5/ alig7|
& d&shs AFEA7E 429 TA il
ESG freq(B)=0.0572 10% 30| A] 9-2|3} oF
(+)9] gk B]lch wpeka] 71H4u ESG $13]
ME 817t F7VEEE YRR 7R FF 7]
Aol F4& F7AZIT AL & 4= Qlet
olAalel Anls F3shH, ESG T ¥3)7}
|AFE] Alstol] Az)E 7192 18R] ok

° 719
of ulsl, 71 edo] AL AR AFEA L
So| o gobA olojd|Z AE o Hrhs A
she1gt 4 9lek. Fhel ESG wl 91915]0) 854
& EA7]9S 2AsH ATEA70] 220 0]
o kS o, gsle) BPAe foli
SOJe AR TAA) oFe A0 Uehgeh A
SRAZHES] B4t AR GRS mAE
A€ ESG 9 9190818 M5 2Ese 9
A Q) molekar A4S 4 gk Al ofo]
SABE ATk sHe olFol s EA
of AYREATFEE ESGe] et ARSI Tl
sgksto] £43 71912 AEs itk s 4e
% ol AR A M BATA1 ) o] o]el
Aekao] 1< o) o FIETHE T(Das et al,

K7}e] olejo =] G4
£ o ol AT @ AowE

22 9l
5.2 LSS

AG7HA) TEfs BSG $lAsie ARzt
Augg Aolel WY BAZ 24 B
ol ;A B ofE 719 SHOR Al
ESG $1918] 4% SH&o] Z7bakar FAlo] AR
$A7H AHBAE Fobd 7Rs Aol et et
A E Aol A PSM 402 A HLHESG 9]
23] 477)%)3 PRHTHESG 9)88] w4
7190) Apole] 719 EAS Baske oA
<3 3>0] 71 BAEheT,

537709] ESG $1913] A% i3 1 o)
BE BANSES 71208 1 §A SR

J

L1 v e o] da] FEOR T4
%‘

Aot QFEA7E RS Abo] o] A o gt
2 A 7 o] Anbe WS EAIE A
3 e Anprt o ekal & 4= qlrt.

S, F7HEA O R <3 3>9] A ATt
3} Heckman(1979)9] Aleim gl ol AFQ]S9)4
TR A egh 2SLS RS Agsto] &
= AAskGiTh E4A T, WA ZAE SAIR

o= FUT A}
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%8 7S twoway clustering A §5tel B4 AFEA wuo] thet 23h JaEE B S0
3 745, ESG_come] Aol gfapol glolAw 2 slslglo), Ao Ay AnE 3t
ESG_ind®] AZ AL fo40] Fol=t A0 oS 4 qlgich o] Arke Ay BB &
2 Uehi) ol et AnE 9)Us 44 mYe  Z AN st

(E 6) LfA4NS Taist 0hE EE0IMQ| ESG s|et MTEAL 0|Ql|SRE Mol BaIN BAY
ACCURACY:=fo+ R ESG committee,(ESG comy, ESG indy, ESG freq)+RSIZE +BLEV,
+ U ROE; 1+ s LOSS — fs FOLLOW, 1+ f1 RETVOL; 1+ [RMTB, 1+ o BIG;  + S IND+ 3. YEAR+ €t

Dependent Variables: ACCURACY

Independent Variables: Model 1: ESG com
Intercept 0.213™
(8.343)
ESG committee 0.012”
(2.334)
SIZE -0.012""
(—4.250)
LEV -0,0417"
(-2.592)
ROE 0,126
(6.559)
LOSS -0.050""
(—6.298)
FOLLOW 0,035
(8.086)
RETVOL -0,120""
(—6.006)
MTB 0.006"
(1.715)
BIG —0.001
(=0.107)
industry & year controlled
No, of observations 1,074
Adjusted R—square 0.342
F 10.13

1) Test results of this table are based on the fixed-effects model.

2) , ‘:, represent 1%, 5%, and 10% significance levels, respectively(two-tailed).
3) Refer to <Table 1> for the definitions of the variables.
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ESG committee and Analyst Forecast Accuracy”

Kim, Saerona™, Choi, Jun Hyeok™

With the recent rise of ESG management, companies are increasingly establishing ESG committees, which are
subcommittees of the board of directors that oversee ESG management. Prior research suggests that ESG
committees improve ESG performance, and that improved ESG performance is associated with higher levels of
disclosure, which may reduce stakeholder information asymmetry. Therefore, this study examined the impact of
ESG committees on financial analysts' information environment through the accuracy of financial analysts'
earnings forecasts. Test results for Korean-listed firms between 2016 and 2020 showed that ESG committees
improve the accuracy of financial analysts' earnings forecasts, and the improvement is stronger for independent
ESG committees. Second, when considering ownership, the effectiveness of ESG committees is substantial only
in owner-managed firms, which are better positioned to approach ESG investments from a long-term perspective.
In the owner-manager group, a significant effect was observed not only on the independence of the committee
but also on its activity. This study contributes to the literature by examining ESG committee from the perspective

of financial analysts, which has not been studied in the literature.

Key words: ESG committee, financial analysts, forecast accuracy, ESG committee independence, ESG committee
activism, owner—managers
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