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Abstract

This thesis foucses on the return and risk of ESG portfolio in Taiwan and intergrates
ESG into factor investment strategies such as low beta, value, and size strategies with
extension of ESG samples. There are two backtesting period in this thesis. First phase
is from 2012/01 to 2020/05 and this thesis builds up size-adjusted ESG portfolios based
on the lagged two year ESG data from Eikon ESG data bank and book value data from
TEJ. Results show ESG Good portfolios have higher valuations and better returns
which means the firms with good ESG management are good quality firms. Second
phase is from 2014/01 to 2020/05. The thesis captures the similarities of individual
stock’s monthly returns from past two years and then doubles the ESG samples. New
samples are created to increase the effect of ~ ESG integration with factor investments
and are still consistent with the conclusion that firms with good ESG management are
high quality firms. Last, the thesis refers the rules of factor portfolios from Taiwan
Index company and forms factor investing strategies with liquidity controls. Then,
through changing the weights in portfolio based on ESG classification, the results show
that integrating ESG into low beta, value strategies can increase the returns under

certain conditions.

Keywords: ESG portfolio, Extension of ESG sample, Factor investment, ESG and

valuation
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1 A long-term oriented investment approach, which integrates ESG factors in the research, analysis and
selection process of securities within an investment portfolio. It combines fundamental analysis and
engagement with an evaluation of ESG factors in order to better capture long term returns for investors,

and to benefit society by influencing the behavior of companies. & 4% p European SRI Study(2016),p.9

220163 B A EHRALMER] ~ 2017 ) 5 fri2EP 2018 # 8 F § 2 A EES
1

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202000920



74 $ F 72 (Sustainability Themed) ~ 1995 B % 15 28 5% 28 5% 3% 7% 3(Norms-based) ~
KR g WA E £l P4 R T (mpac)# % 1 { fifRen i » S F 2
(Corporate Engagement and Shareholders Action) » £ # 15 #-ESG = & & ~ % fk »
B SpA 734 47 cH ESG K & 4L F 2 (ESG integration) o R @ F iZ 4L T HE R R R g
31990 # > # pF KLD ¥ MSCI £ i®4& ¥} Domini 400 Social Index » 9 # 15 :g 3§
(Dow Jones) i{ 48 it v £ i 3§ A 4, Be(DISD) 3 4 P 0 FH B d3F 5 o b

At e A ARE A F P A DR T B R E 2005 £ 0§ B L

ag

R 2T A8 BT 2R T RAPRD - 5 A F oy s ¥
FE & p iRz - odod > 3T 15 £ ehgF B L ML &< SR T 4 B B-ESG b

BATE S hf e R FARE Y T £ A R r kAR LE Y - -

E]
%

I~

A AMS PRI LT 5 - 3 0 E KRG R R ET S B E B
dp B AR TR E AT PR AN Sadp B2 PRI L ST R
S¥EE bR LRCE s R S0 S dp B TR R DA R oo gt b iR
Frik &R ER B SBAR RICE S R B WA RS Rk A £ g

fogpal 2019 & X HRFALE B LA 80 BE A0 H RS EN T M A

—‘\S
(f
et
_“7
oy
oy
b
gt
=
e
bl
i
oy
ST
A&k
(g
W
3y
=

>~
T
B
=
;.J

FAEE > 20192 FP0 3500 4 ¥ PERHRF LT oA Y-l
S i kA £ (ABP) 7§ B F B TR BERTIROPL T IRPLR G
7

LFFEMERMERE Qo RPp 54 LEFPHREL - FAPET @2

3 the European Sustainable Investment Forum (Eurosif) describes norms-based screening as the
“screening of investments according to their compliance with international standards and norms ”. Like

UN Global Compact ~ Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises
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PR G 20123 2020 AHE 0 AR BB HREAFIRT RGP L EFE B 3 B L2 Hxli-FF 0 PIEIABE LI F A o A EEZ -0~ ]
B mTAZ ERRLHRER HY ESGHEEZET M E S £ T AR i - A2 Tl o A2 ELAAFER - #F5 Eikon & 7 ESGH#EZ WL » A8
BPA2012% 2020 8 FF 5 - P2 AH>RELEFL LS AL UERGS NER

Panel A, Eikon ESG F# & ¢ "% £ &zif si3- &

ESG 4 # E ks Sk g A e PRSP S
R 2P 491 et 3 HEL = 45i et L = 45i et HEL x50 et kA
2012 103 29.63 27.29 20.74 23.23 15.96 25.77 21.05 15.39 19.60 46.96 45.78 25.85
2013 118 29.53 23.83 21.28 22.51 15.82 24.61 21.82 13.30 21.40 46.23 44.04 25.71
2014 123 3211 26.19 22.91 25.80 15.48 25.74 25.72 18.06 24.10 46.35 47.06 25.66
2015 125 32.34 26.80 23.65 26.95 17.73 25.84 25.67 15.41 24.99 45.92 47.00 26.57
2016 128 34.76 30.39 23.30 29.71 26.30 26.08 28.97 19.41 25.96 46.95 44.88 25.47
2017 130 39.02 36.52 23.68 35.42 36.68 26.50 34.87 29.69 27.78 47.29 47.80 24.76
2018 132 43.89 43.62 23.00 41.40 40.52 25.55 42.25 43.31 28.09 47.63 48.43 24.44
2019 138 45.65 46.70 24.33 43.18 43.05 26.65 45.25 44.91 29.49 47.68 47.35 24.72
2020 140 50.06 53.19 23.15 47.87 48.42 26.70 51.36 56.16 27.64 49.31 50.14 23.16

-ELEE B TELEE 3R i i
R Ty g fEL T e BEL TibE ¢ e BEL FiE el fFE TmE fegk BEL T dek BEL
2012 111 1.18 0.27 1.09 1.14 0.24 1.08 1.13 0.21 1.83 1.38 1.59 139320 55276 246680 88988 50247 107728
2013 112 115 0.34 1.10 115 0.25 1.09 113 0.22 2.00 1.45 1.72 139908 61492 273222 87080 46666 112347
2014 1.00 0.95 0.29 1.10 112 0.25 1.09 1.14 0.23 2.20 151 221 150308 63244 290282 92348 47685 126669
2015 0.97 0.93 0.30 1.05 1.06 0.26 1.07 1.10 0.23 2.14 1.47 2.01 166272 69280 363469 100268 46209 148761
2016 1.03 1.03 0.29 1.00 1.00 0.25 1.06 1.08 0.23 1.76 117 1.76 147838 52371 361670 102931 48135 161431
2017 0.99 0.96 0.34 1.01 1.00 0.28 1.04 1.04 0.26 1.85 121 1.73 166018 52235 449770 106132 46689 176561
2018 085 0.78 0.8 0.99 0.97 0.29 0.99 0.99 0.26 2.06 139 186 188382 65090 550469 112019 52352 189248
2019 0.96 0.89 0.45 0.9 092 036 0.99 0.96 031 177 121 164 170945 50719 519385 113060 48637 200479
2020 0.85 0.68 0.51 0.92 0.81 0.43 0.97 0.95 0.33 2.07 1.33 1.78 213348 77784 738987 121302 49671 206973
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B 10 RBEFEAD EHEEIRERT L 4A5F

# 4ESG 4 F & &4 & b "% (2012/01/01-2020/05/30)

BN (Value Weighted)
ESG #E&EMEE REmM = FILIRM =R BEE BE® S ONEIE: &
ESG_Good 1.895 0.139 0.157 0.842 -0.254
ESG_Neutral 0.640 0.062 0.151 0.409 -0.310
ESG_Bad 0.438 0.045 0.162 0.293 -0.334
Environmental REmM = FILIRM =R BEE EEH®R S ONEIE:
E_Good 1.746 0.131 0.158 0.796 -0.266
E Neutral 0.411 0.043 0.150 0.289 -0.293
E Bad 1.021 0.090 0.160 0.554 -0.324
Social REEM= FILIRM = REE BEEt® RAREHE
S _Good 1.711 0.130 0.156 0.795 -0.252
S Neutral 0.773 0.072 0.152 0.470 -0.314
S Bad 0.497 0.050 0.162 0.324 -0.329
Governmental RREHM=E FIL IR = BEE BEEt® RAREHE
G_Good 1.820 0.135 0.161 0.804 -0.270
G_Neutral 0.970 0.086 0.148 0.565 -0.283
G Bad 0.377 0.040 0.159 0.263 -0.326
Z#EE (Equal Weighted)
ESG #®EMHE REERM=E FIL IR = BEE BEEtk® 5PN &
ESG_Good 1.369 0.111 0.154 0.695 -0.315
ESG_Neutral 0.858 0.079 0.153 0.506 -0.313
ESG_Bad 0.550 0.055 0.147 0.370 -0.328
Environmental RHERE= FLImE =R EAEE BEHh=E BAREHE
E_Good 1.125 0.096 0.154 0.610 -0.315
E Neutral 0.763 0.072 0.150 0.470 -0.313
E Bad 0.829 0.077 0.151 0.499 -0.328
Social REERM=E FIL IR = REE EEH® 5PN &
S Good 1.151 0.098 0.153 0.622 -0.290
S Neutral 0.943 0.085 0.153 0.543 -0.335
S Bad 0.638 0.062 0.148 0.415 -0.309
Governmental REmM=E Fv B =R EEE BEhx BRAREHE
G_Good 1.124 0.096 0.155 0.607 -0.321
G_Neutral 1.055 0.092 0.151 0.594 -0.330
G Bad 0.571 0.057 0.149 0.379 -0.318
25
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% 5 HF L PFHA R

ESG_Good
n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max
ESG 390 60.9 16.67 24.16 49.37 61.65 74.45 91.98
E 390 57.35 21.64 0 41.74 55.98 76.18 98.27
S 390 58.06 23.08 3.77 41.68 60.16 78.7 97.26
G 390 67.39 18.69 7.37 57.55 70.98 81.55 95.17
CAPM_Betaly 390 0.99 0.37 0.15 0.75 0.99 1.23 2.66
CAPM_Beta3y 390 1.01 0.31 0.18 0.84 1.03 1.21 2.15
CAPM_BetaSy 390 1.02 0.28 0.2 0.89 1.05 1.21 1.74
Marketsize 390 248424 733297 6859 34644 74147 192197 8582955

PB 390 2.05 1.94 0.26 0.91 1.33 24 16.71
PB_ly 390 2.07 2.39 0.25 0.91 1.32 2.33 34.15

N_return 390 0.11 0.37 -0.52 -0.09 0.05 0.23 3.7

ESG_Bad
n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max
ESG 368 14.81 11.34 0.69 6.78 10.81 20.47 53.26
E 368 10.51 14.64 0 0 2.52 15.98 66.74
368 10.47 13.21 0 2 5.86 13.76 71.47
G 368 24.94 16.25 0.91 12.8 22 34.1 78.18
CAPM_Betaly 368 0.96 0.41 0.14 0.68 0.93 1.22 2.48
CAPM_Beta3dy 368 1.02 0.34 0.16 0.8 1 1.21 2.51
CAPM_BetaSy 368 1.04 0.28 0.33 0.87 1.03 1.21 1.97
Marketsize 368 134427 190026 1709 31799 55243 136106 1100248
PB 368 2.05 1.94 0.28 0.98 1.46 2.07 12.92
PB_ly 368 1.89 1.73 0.3 0.9 1.37 1.96 12.62
N_return 368 0.05 0.26 -0.64 -0.11 0.02 0.18 1.14
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E Good

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max
ESG 389 57.68 18.5 13.17 44.65 57.17 72.27 91.98
E 389 61.36 19.21 16.99 48.21 59.87 77.44 98.27
S 389 52.97 244 0.12 34.88 55.25 73.3 97.26
G 389 60.57 22.74 7.37 41.71 64.59 79.69 95.17
CAPM_Betaly 389 0.97 0.36 0.15 0.74 0.98 1.23 2.19
CAPM_Beta3y 389 0.99 0.3 0.18 0.82 1.02 1.2 2.06

CAPM_BetaSy 389 1 0.27 0.2 0.86 1.04 1.18 1.7

Marketsize 389 244144 734429 4404 34106 71191 183644 8582955

P.B 389 2.07 2.05 0.26 0.87 1.28 2.31 16.71
PB_ly 389 2.08 2.44 0.25 0.9 1.27 2.29 34.15

N_return 389 0.1 0.37 -0.62 -0.1 0.04 0.21 3.7

E Bad

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max

ESG 370 17.65 14.16 0.69 6.96 12.89 24.18 759
E 370 6.98 10.49 0 0 0.83 10.12 44.11
S 370 13.9 17.84 0 2.03 6.96 18.93 85.19
G 370 31.94 19.33 0.91 16.45 27.76 46.23 84.53
CAPM_Betaly 370 0.98 0.42 0.14 0.69 0.93 1.24 2.48
CAPM_Beta3y 370 1.03 0.34 0.16 0.8 1 1.24 2.51
CAPM_BetaSy 370 1.06 0.28 0.33 0.87 1.07 1.23 1.97

Marketsize 370 113541 140336 1709 31725 55243 127195 705179
P.B 370 1.99 1.95 0.28 0.93 1.37 2.03 12.92
PB_ly 370 1.86 1.77 0.3 0.86 1.29 1.92 12.62
N_return 370 0.07 0.27 -0.56 -0.1 0.03 0.19 1.24
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S _Good

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max
ESG 390 59.61 17.73 15.69 47.66 59.97 74.1 91.98
E 390 54.59 22.63 0 38.87 53.31 73.76 97.11
390 59.93 21.61 12.21 45.77 61.99 78.77 97.26
G 390 62.7 22 3.7 48.27 66.86 80.01 95.17
CAPM_Betaly 390 0.98 0.36 0.15 0.76 1 1.23 2.66
CAPM_Beta3y 390 1 0.3 0.18 0.83 1.03 1.21 2.15
CAPM_BetaSy 390 1.02 0.28 0.2 0.89 1.05 1.2 1.74
Marketsize 390 254343 735089 6859 35169 74322 197923 8582955

P.B 390 2.09 1.95 0.26 0.93 1.38 243 16.71
PB_ly 390 2.09 24 0.25 0.91 1.33 2.34 34.15

N_return 390 0.1 0.36 -0.6 -0.1 0.03 0.21 3.7

S Bad

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max

ESG 368 16.48 12.25 0.69 6.99 12.81 23.51 60.24

E 368 12.51 17.06 0 0 3.8 21.24 88.59

S 368 8.96 11.47 0 1.78 4.65 10.65 55.17

G 368 3042 18.9 0.91 15.42 25.86 43.74 78.18
CAPM_Betaly 368 0.97 0.41 0.14 0.68 0.93 1.22 2.48
CAPM_Beta3y 368 1.02 0.34 0.16 0.8 1 1.22 2.51
CAPM_BetaSy 368 1.04 0.28 0.33 0.88 1.04 1.21 1.97

Marketsize 368 133421 188379 1709 32468 56796 132503 1100248
P.B 368 2.07 1.96 0.28 1.01 1.46 2.11 12.92
PB_ly 368 1.92 1.77 0.3 0.93 1.37 2.04 12.62
N_return 368 0.06 0.27 -0.58 -0.1 0.02 0.17 1.24
G_Good

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max

ESG 390 56.1 19.59 13.4 40.5 56.05 71.82 91.98

E 390 48.54 25.1 0 32.97 46.43 65.14 98.27

S 390 48.98 26.27 0 26.99 47.46 73.01 97.26

G 390 73.28 12.19 43.18 64.4 74.55 82.76 95.17
CAPM_Betaly 390 1.01 0.38 0.15 0.76 0.97 1.26 2.66
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CAPM_Beta3y 390 1.03 0.31 0.18 0.86 1.06 1.23 2.15

CAPM_BetaSy 390 1.04 0.28 0.2 0.92 1.07 1.24 1.74
Marketsize 390 220909 724384 6859 32531 68477 165824 8582955

PB 390 1.96 1.72 0.26 0.87 1.35 2.42 10.23

PB_ly 390 1.9 1.63 0.25 0.86 1.27 2.31 9.59

N_return 390 0.1 0.39 -0.62 -0.1 0.04 0.2 3.7

G Bad

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max

ESG 368 19.77 17.03 0.69 6.9 12.46 26.21 70.85

E 368 18.76 22.72 0 0 8.82 31.77 90.62

S 368 18.99 22.23 0 3.22 8.2 27.38 90.82

G 368 20.34 11.91 0.91 11.63 18.23 25.85 52.62

CAPM_Betaly 368 0.98 0.42 0.14 0.69 0.93 1.21 2.48

CAPM_Beta3y 368 1.02 0.33 0.16 0.8 0.99 1.22 2.51

CAPM_BetaSy 368 1.04 0.27 0.33 0.87 1.02 1.2 1.97
Marketsize 368 141879 211866 1709 32468 59509 134743 1649695

P.B 368 2.06 1.96 0.28 1.02 1.44 2.03 12.92

PB_ly 368 1.92 1.75 0.41 0.94 1.36 1.92 12.62

N_return 368 0.06 0.27 -0.64 -0.1 0.03 0.18 1.12

*CAPM_Betaly ~ CAPM Betady 2 CAPM BetaSy 7 1935 7 & % #2] (CAPM)A &2t i§ 4 135 & &
NEFZERY BRELARD A F2 @ PB R &R % @ (Price to Book Ratio) » 3% B % A &

P BoRE s HFpho %48 B anT 0 5 PB_ly Pl B % Ak A 2 R 0 5 N return

g PR b r RF RGBT - P2 PSP ESHEE RS- ENgET Y RN S H
BA -
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% 6 NewESG# 7 & b ' 2 47 1(2014/01/01-2020/05/30)

ME /N (Value Weighted)

ESG ZRHME  FEWmME RFEE BENREER FANRER SEFIOEH
New_ESG Good 1.105 0.127 0.157 0.778 -0.256 103
New_ESG Bad 0.288 0.041 0.159 0.272 -0.331 126

Environmental — ZRIFHMZE  FEWMHR FEE EBELLX SAOEEX IFFHEH

New_E Good 0.844 0.103 0.154 0.652 -0.264 111
New_E Bad 0.556 0.074 0.163 0.456 -0.341 112
Social ZRHME  FEWmME RFEE BENRER FANRER SETIOEH
New_S Good 1.059 0.123 0.157 0.755 -0.256 104
New_S Bad 0.299 0.043 0.156 0.284 -0.324 131
Governmental — RIEIRET  FLHMR REE  BELER SAERE ISEPHEH
New_G Good 1.175 0.133 0.163 0.789 -0.272 103
New_G Bad 0.140 0.021 0.155 0.149 -0.326 124

FHEE (Equal Weighted)

ESG ZRHME  FEWmME REE BENLEER FEAORE SETIOEH
New_ESG Good 0.711 0.090 0.142 0.608 -0.316 103
New_ESG Bad 0.281 0.041 0.132 0.292 -0.293 126

Environmental —~ RFEIHENE  FCHIR REE  BEELER SAEHEER ISEVHEH
New_E Good 0.598 0.078 0.140 0.537 -0.317 111
New_E Bad 0.286 0.041 0.130 0.300 -0.278 112

Social ZEHEME  FERMER REE BEER SAERER ISEVHEH
New_S Good 0.671 0.086 0.141 0.585 -0.315 104
New_S Bad 0.299 0.043 0.133 0.308 -0.287 131

Governmental — RREIREAE  FCHMR REE  BELER SAERHE IEVHEH
New_G Good 0.619 0.081 0.144 0.540 -0.336 103
New_G Bad 0.385 0.054 0.132 0.388 -0.288 124
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New_ ESG_Good

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max

CAPM_Betaly 720 0.82 0.4 -0.44 0.53 0.82 1.08 2.66

CAPM_Betady 720 0.87 0.34 -0.19 0.62 0.89 1.14 2.15

CAPM_Beta5y 720 0.91 0.31 0.07 0.68 0.92 1.16 1.79
Marketsize 720 121469 540014 72 2592 14707 65116 8582955

P.B 720 1.79 1.62 0.35 0.92 1.32 2 15.88

PB 1Y 720 1.88 3.08 0.25 0.91 1.31 2.04 73.42

N_return 720 0.09 0.4 -0.57 -0.12 0.02 0.21 4.53

New ESG Bad

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max

CAPM_Betaly 880 0.74 0.41 -0.82 0.45 0.69 0.97 2.81

CAPM_Betady 880 0.81 0.36 -0.32 0.55 0.78 1.04 2.29

CAPM_BetaSy = 880 0.84 0.32 -0.14 0.63 0.84 1.06 1.92
Marketsize 880 52834 131647 108 2251 8040 36768 1100248

P.B 880 1.73 1.43 0.04 0.92 1.31 1.94 11.45

PB_1Y 880 1.69 1.5 0.05 0.87 1.24 1.85 15.88

N_return 880 0.04 0.27 -0.58 -0.14 -0.01 0.17 1.53

New_E_Good

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max

CAPM_Betaly 780 0.84 0.41 -0.44 0.56 0.83 1.09 2.66

CAPM_Betady 780 0.88 0.34 -0.01 0.64 0.89 1.12 2.15

CAPM_Betaby 780 0.92 0.31 0.12 0.71 0.94 1.15 1.79
Marketsize 780 135289 530867 72 3009 23588 83336 8582955

P.B 780 1.77 1.61 0.05 0.9 1.26 1.94 15.88

PB_1Y 780 1.74 1.52 0.05 0.88 1.25 1.95 15.65

N_return 780 0.09 0.4 -0.62 -0.12 0.02 0.21 4.53
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New_E Bad

n mean std Min 25th 50 th 75 th Max

CAPM Betaly 784 0.73 0.41 -0.82 0.44 0.69 0.95 2.81

CAPM Betady 784 0.78 0.35 -0.32 0.52 0.77 1.02 2.29

CAPM Beta5y 784 0.82 0.31 -0.14 0.6 0.82 1.02 1.92
Marketsize 784 30627 87511 100 1953 5351 19491 750645

P.B 784 1.76 1.47 0.05 0.91 1.31 1.98 11.45

PB 1Y 784 1.71 1.54 0.05 0.85 1.23 1.87 15.88

N_return 784 0.04 0.28 -0.54  -0.13 0 0.17 2.25

New_S Good

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max

CAPM Betaly 726 0.82 0.4 044 055 0.81 1.07 2.66

CAPM Betady 726 0.87 0.34 -0.01 0.62 0.89 1.14 2.15

CAPM Beta5y 726 0.91 0.31 0.12 0.68 0.92 1.16 1.79
Marketsize 726 122252 538538 72 2761 16543 65638 8582955

P.B 726 1.81 1.66 0.35 0.92 1.32 1.96 15.88

PB 1Y 726 1.88 3.12 0.25 0.91 1.28 1.99 73.42

N_return 726 0.08 0.39 -0.57  -0.13 0.02 0.21 4.53

New_ S Bad

n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max

CAPM Betaly 918 0.74 0.42 -0.82 0.46 0.69 0.97 2.81

CAPM_Betady 918 0.81 0.35 -0.32 0.55 0.79 1.03 2.29

CAPM_BetaSy 913 0.84 0.32 -0.14 0.63 0.84 1.05 1.92
Marketsize 918 51977 131351 108 2297 7712 34183 1100248

PB 918 1.72 1.44 0.04 0.92 13 1.87 12.92

PB 1Y 918 1.66 1.46 0.05 0.88 1.23 1.84 15.88

N_return 918 0.04 0.28 -0.58  -0.14 -0.01 0.17 1.79
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New_G_Good

n mean std Min 25th 50 th 75 th Max
CAPM Betaly 720 0.83 0.41 -0.33 0.56 0.83 1.09 2.66
CAPM Betady 720 0.88 0.35 -0.19 0.62 0.89 1.15 2.15
CAPM_BetaSy 720 0.92 0.32 0.07 0.69 0.93 1.17 1.79
Marketsize 720 106478 530928 72 2278 137565 5985575 8582955
P.B 720 1.7 1.53 0.35 0.87 1.26 1.91 15.88
PB_1Y 720 1.77 3.03 0.25 0.86 1.24 1.9 73.42
N_return 720 0.09 0.4 0.62  -0.12 0.02 0.2 4.53
New_G Bad
n mean std Min 25 th 50 th 75 th Max
CAPM_Betaly  g70 0.76 0.43 -0.82 0.46 0.7 0.99 2.81
CAPM_Betady  g70 0.82 0.36 -0.32 0.55 0.79 1.06 2.29
CAPM BetaSy 870 0.85 0.32 -0.14 0.64 0.85 1.07 1.92
Marketsize 870 56127 147499 108 2297 8023 37647 1649695
P.B 870 1.76 1.73 0.05 0.93 1.28 1.85 28.15
PB_1Y 870 1.73 1.78 0.05 0.9 1.23 1.83 27.4
N_return 870 0.05 0.29 -0.58  -0.13 0 0.19 2.25

*CAPM_Betaly ~ CAPM Betady 2 CAPM_BetaSy 7 1935 7 & % #2] (CAPM)A 527 i+ 135 & &
NEZERY BRE LR A E2 1 PB R &R % @ (Price to Book Ratio) » % B % A &

PEBREIFFH FF 0 FRFARER 0 A PB 1y PIER R B A% E £ K2 W e 5 N_return

g B b r RF LG BT P2 PSP E S HE o R - ENET Y RN S H
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RS Y TR R A EECE T
SHEEME  FEEME  EEx  ESHE  BARME

Bl KBRIEH
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Beta_1Y 0.548 0.073 0.086 0.746 -0.204
ESG_Beta_1Y 0.540 0.072 0.085 0.738 -0.193
E Beta 1Y 0.564 0.075 0.086 0.766 -0.198
S_Beta _1Y 0.543 0.072 0.085 0.744 -0.195
G_Beta _1Y 0.514 0.069 0.085 0.709 -0.193
Beta_3Y 0.576 0.076 0.085 0.789 -0.189
ESG_Beta_3Y 0.554 0.073 0.085 0.759 -0.183
E_Beta 3Y 0.573 0.076 0.085 0.779 -0.186
S_Beta_3Y 0.549 0.073 0.085 0.756 -0.182
G_Beta 3Y 0.540 0.072 0.085 0.742 -0.186
Beta 5Y 0.501 0.067 0.089 0.668 -0.190
ESG_Beta_5Y 0.464 0.075 0.090 0.618 -0.182
E Beta 5Y 0.477 0.078 0.090 0.631 -0.186
S_Beta _5Y 0.457 0.076 0.089 0.610 -0.183
G_Beta 5Y 0.475 0.073 0.089 0.638 -0.186
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Size 500 0.612 0.080 0.173 0.473 -0.402
ESG_Size 500 0.675 0.085 0.174 0.509 -0.399
E_Size 500 0.658 0.085 0.174 0.499 -0.398
S_Size 500 0.657 0.087 0.174 0.498 -0.400
G_Size 500 0.680 0.085 0.173 0.512 -0.397
Size 300 0.763 0.095 0.162 0.583 -0.369
ESG_Size 300 0.887 0.107 0.164 0.644 -0.366
E_Size 300 0.865 0.105 0.164 0.634 -0.367
S_Size 300 0.873 0.106 0.164 0.637 -0.368
G_Size 300 0.893 0.108 0.164 0.648 -0.365
Size 100 1.180 0.134 0.142 0.883 -0.298
ESG Size 100 1.142 0.130 0.144 0.862 -0.300
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G _Size 100 1.142 0.130 0.143 0.848 -0.296
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