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On The Convergence of ESG Ratings: Using Three

Major Rating Agencies as Examples

Student: Yan-Liang, Yu Adpvisor : Dr. Mi-Hsiu Chiang

Department of Money and Banking, National Chengchi University

Abstract

In this paper, we implement two methods, including Pearson correlation
coefficient and post-ranking repeatability, to explore convergence of ESG ratings. We
use these two methods, mainly because we only have the company’s ESG ratings
data, only Pearson correlation coefficient is used, and we use post-ranking
repeatability comparison as robustness test. We use three international rating agencies’
ESG rating data of listed companies in Taiwan. The empirical results find that there is
no convergence of ESG ratings among these three rating agencies. This may imply
potential risks of the products which financial institutions issue. In additions, we find
that ESG-themed ETFs in Taiwan were no significant excess return and risk transfer
effect under the Covid epidemic.

Keywords: ESG, ESG Investing, ESG Rating, Rating Agency, ESG ETF
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Score Score Score
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Min 2.42 3.13 8.93 11.11
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Reuters Score
Count 875 875 861 875
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Count 835 835 835 753
Mean 4.04 4.22 4.59 4.32
Std 1.94 1.54 2.12 0.89
Min 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.20
25% 2.90 3.35 3.15 3.90
50% 3.90 4.30 4.80 4.40
75% 5.00 5.20 6.00 4.90
Max 10.00 8.70 10.00 7.00
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Environment Score T-test (P-value)

Bloomberg Thomson Reuters MSCI

Bloomberg NA 0.294 0.224
Thomson Reuters 0.294 NA 0.93
MSCI 0.224 0.93 NA

34 BT R PIES 3 REE T LS (Pvalue)
Povalue 1 £ SHc LT BF LR -

Social Score T-test (P-value)

Bloomberg Thomson Reuters MSCI

Bloomberg NA 0.92 0.87
Thomson Reuters 0.92 NA 0.99
MSCI 0.87 0.99 NA
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Governance Score T-test (P-value)

Bloomberg Thomson Reuters MSCI

Bloomberg NA 0.43 0.23
Thomson Reuters 0.43 NA 0.83
MSCI 0.23 0.83 NA
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Combined Score T-test (P-value)

Bloomberg Thomson Reuters MSCI

Bloomberg NA 0.59 0.37
Thomson Reuters 0.59 NA 0.96
MSCI 0.37 0.96 NA
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' 2

Gk MR FASIRE S P ARG BT L P

w4

e
[

Rl i
PFREZ 7 VR ASEGFEDS SR GES LHH ) A E R
HHE-FRD ) GAPRFED 10%2 5 10%F & &#F nfRiE > - &5
how B P Adc dv L2 et Lo ki Rz B T AR
PRFHREBPRET ZIHFASNET 2 BET FRa @it ansk

AT RS S SR
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34

APEETE T S A A A

n

10

Pntdw S LAt Y EA e Pl

—N

T4 A RO PP EARER ENT FAML AL

I

T EAFH > 0.5 AR L T
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Fri REES

AELFRES AFTEIRLT  F - FAEAEFATTRY 2T F
= &gt Pearson Ap B oz AR B MEHR TS B 2 S AT IR G N kR

AT F bfcac i s B w Rl 5 BSG BIF &0 it 7 3% -

% — & Pearson 490 ThBcAp BE 246 TR %

R ZF P EHmY R E 0 MY A% 5 Pearson AP Ecd TS S
FHABHEOT S S) aF 2 2P AT Ejrark e AP K gz
BRI 2 Tk 0 € 2014 £ 3 2019 # £~ & > 2 E~S G % A K
PSS SR - R FT 2 EEARGE B ARFTAER
P s G BER A B0 FIESG A XL ETF &9 (71 F BB Rondpdicr a W AR #
THERBDOPER P B LS HD SN e i ESG 2R dpdie 0 50§ SR E AE
A2 inZ(G)sidh LU EETEESGZ B v s FHA KL
T TRE AR AN RS Rz BENA o EAY E R TIEHA Ik
p S HEREET P S RESE G2 Ba b btk 24 0 wE L
PR el G et P AR R K s A Bt R TR TR R e

MTILESS~G A AR FER s e BREG AHERPMER TS -

%- %2 - %BF% (Environment)2 4p i 2 8cts 2

MTZBERERM-1422 43)5 RBEFTHOPH KR TES o
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Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters (Environment)

£ R D S P-value £ FE it
2014 0.67 8.80E-15%** v

2015 0.56 9.56E-10%** V

2016 0.57 4.98E-10%*** V

2017 0.51 3.92E-08*** v

2018 0.47 8.42E-Q7***

2019 0.49 1.92E-Q7***

# 4-1:Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters E :=%4p i 446 T % %

A AR edp B (i %15 3F Pearson Ap B i Bic o V413t B F ) > P-value P A
WA AP GBI TR FREF 2R TR o RN L (% HE R T R Rk
Rk S%UGHE RETERE ;¥R 10%GHE RETHEF - EjtalE 2 HRE%2
B > (AR B B 3T 052 1% KRBT A E AL L L jeant e

Bloomberg vs MSCI (Environment)

£ R AR RBE % B P-value A F L jractt
2014 0.21 4.30E-02**

2015 0.18 7.67E-02*

2016 0.26 8.21E-03***

2017 0.21 3.66E-02**

2018 0.21 3.85E-02**

2019 0.08 7.73E-02*

% 4-2 :Bloomberg vs MSCI E i jp i {4k T % %

A R hp BE B #ic %15 18 Pearson AP B (R #ic o 3N B 1B 4 > Povalue P &
BRI GEREFHEF R R AE R R (%GR ET A E
M S%GHRETREE SR A 10%R KRBT R o R jrart e TR R
B AR RS T 0.5 0 1% HE KB TR E A AR L B Jeacld
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Thomson Reuters vs MSCI (Environment)

£ R D S P-value £ FE it
2014 0.43 5.07E-06***
2015 0.40 3.78E-05%**
2016 0.32 1.05E-03***
2017 0.30 2.33E-03***
2018 0.32 1.07E-03***
2019 0.29 2.94E-03***

% 4-3 : Thomson Reuters vs MSCI E & 4p i |+ 46 T %

A AR ehdp B (28 %15 3F Pearson 4P B B o 5N o3t B (B A Povalue B 4
AP GEE T FR R LRI R o R L (%R R ET g R
A S% R BT REE L RN A 10%0 4ok BT AE o B fcaclt s 3 4R S5 A
Bl > WApRE <3005 2 1% dE-RET RF AR5 & Jeaeld -

W 2k TS5 4% "#RE =% &5 Bloomberg 2 Thomason
Reuters i 2014 & 3 2017 £ et 2P F 4ol L7 7 ST Reifeaplt N > &8
Hrehns B fERET R R jTactt o d BT v 23R P W 7 Ao E R
fad o S A SHERPAEY FH IR RIS PR AL 0 A5 A
TG HBEM G A RRFTASKTZAZZ T AEL H - F o7 A
FEBRB AL AT W ARME BIRTET G Aot R b R EMA K

A 4 F T aceEa) o

$- 2.0 AL§ & i (Social)2 P M ki T

Mz B AR(R 44452 460)FA g BT i R R
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Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters (Social)

R A0 Bk P-value 2T 5 frartt
2014 0.34 3.63E-04***

2015 0.27 5.37E-03***

2016 0.23 1.77E-02**

2017 0.28 4.17E-03***

2018 0.24 2.82E-01

2019 0.28 3.95E-03***

2020 0.28 2.75E-01

# 4- 4 : Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters S :=% 1p i |4 #& T % %

A A RN edp B (B35 iF Pearson 4p B h Bl sV A3t B F ) > P-value P A
BAAPM G TR FRI T 2 Tk o WL %K T R E Rk
RSB KETEE  FA A 10%E KT Y o Bojcacii s F g a s

B > WARRE (A dc N3t 0.5 1% KRBT REE 4 AL 5 B jzackt o

Bloomberg vs MSCI (Social)

£ R 0 B i P-value B3 By ach
2014 0.15 1.43E-01
2015 0.11 2.79E-01
2016 0.08 4.28E-01
2017 0.11 2.54E-01
2018 0.08 6.82E-01
2019 0.04 6.82E-01

# 4-5:Bloomberg vs MSCI S =% 4p i {4 T % %
A AR hp BE B #ic %15 18 Pearson AP B (R #ic o 3N o3t B 1B 4 > Povalue B &

T A GBI TR FE R 2RIk o R L 1% R BT R
F S%URIR KT EE XN L 10%G K ETHF o ZjcarltE THRE%K

B AR RS T 0.5 0 1% H KB T A E AR L B Jeanld
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Thomson Reuters vs MSCI (Social)

# R 0B P-value F 2 st
2014 0.19 5.25E-02*

2015 0.15 1.21E-01

2016 0.18 6.46E-02*

2017 0.27 5 54E-03%**

2018 0.35 3.45E-04***

2019 0.30 2.00E-03***

% 4- 6 : Thomson Reuters vs MSCI S &% 4p M 1446 T % %

A FFe N edp B 5 B %15 18 Pearson 4p B iR Bic o 78913t (B A Povalue P A
AP R T FR N R 2 Uk o MR L %GR R ET R R
2 SR KETATE A A 0% KT A E o B jcacii e F R m sk
B > (AR B B 3T 052 1% HE-RET A E AR L jeant e

R ER ST HFR > A2 AP HEERET » YR EFP Raclkas b

=

%V

=

T B SFEENA 0P W = BASHER piEs v g ks )

=7 &=
L 1%

-

EARDS P
ARG B I R T K BT O P A RO B R A T B

PR A B atlE A s e

¥- 2 = 27 a7 (Governance)i®E 52 4p M T

MTZRARCE 4T ~4-82 4-9)% o P EIT R R Tk o
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Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters (Governance)

# R 10 BE T P-value ETEE et
2014 0.57 3.52E-10*** \Y
2015 0.56 1.67E-09*** Vv
2016 0.53 8.61E-09*** \Y
2017 0.50 7.68E-08*** \Y
2018 0.47 2.92E-01
2019 0.29 3.07E-03***
2020 0.31 3.08E-01
#. 4-7 : Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters G 3% 2_ 4p B |+ #& T 4% %
A A RN edp B (B35 iF Pearson 4p B h Bl sV A3t B F ) > P-value P A

T AR R TR FRNE 2

2 5% R ET BEE

B > (AR B A B T 0.5 0 1% g KB T B AL L

2t TR o ML 1%

A kT R R

*1 % 10% 2 0 K ET BT o B acliy TR ek

g ﬂ( f%’/l"rﬂ'_ o

Bloomberg vs MSCI ((Governance)

+ R R S P-value £ 3B Jracht
2014 0.14 1.49E-01
2015 0.16 1.00E-01*
2016 0.03 7.65E-01
2017 -0.05 6.52E-01
2018 0.03 7.87E-01
2019 0.03 7.87E-01

# 4-8: Bloomberg vs MSCIG =% 2_4p M {4 2.8 %

A R RN engp B Rl

1§ Pearson 4p B§ i ;8 #r2t &

T AP B FHEFE R 2 TR L 1%

4 5%0 kTR

745 P-value B &

AR KT B ok

& 10% G HF R T R F o K jTarli e F RS R
Bl AR B TRl 3T 052 1% R IE-RET R F ARG Zojvactt -
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Thomson Reuters vs MSCI (Governance)

ER ip B P-value 7 E Jeacd
2014 0.12 2.32E-01

2015 0.31 1.90E-03***

2016 0.22 2.46E-02**

2017 0.16 1.11E-01

2018 0.06 5.22E-01

2019 0.14 1.50E-01

% 4-9 : Thomson Reuters vs MSCI G &2 fp M 1446 T % %

A RN ehdp B (R % 35 iF Pearson Ap B B o VA3t B F ) > P-value P A
WA AP GBI TR FREF 2R TR o RN L (% HE R T R ok
ML SU% iR K ETRIE DR L 10%E iR ET BY o L et 3RSk
B > (AR B B 3T 0.5 2 1% HE-RET A E AL L jant e

o @ e anTts by i3 Bloomberg 22 Thomson Reuters 2014 # 3 2017
£F DT R IR R R Aok D B AR o W 2 AT

B A S e q HARcha fafe it RN E cacli e 24 > 2 E A dp i ik

2EHEF AT B A TR e PURMLE AL B2 ki T R

B
F_&
o
i\
Py
&
i

Z S T B IR 1L o

% - 2 v EH3=5(Combined)Z 1p B % Bcis 2

P2 A (R 410 S 4-11 2 4-12) 5 AR sceip B e S %
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Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters (Combined)

R Ap BE i P-value £ F 5 et
2014 0.65 1.03E-13*** \Y

2015 0.61 9.33E-12*** \Y

2016 0.55 2.18E-09*** \Y

2017 0.56 8.65E-10*** \Y

2018 0.48 2.59E-07***

2019 0.46 8.36E-07***

# 4-10 : Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters %8 %% 2_4p b 46 T 5% %

A RN ehdp B (R % 35 iF Pearson Ap B B o VA3t B F ) > P-value P A
T AP BT F R F RN T 2R T Tk o RN L (%I UE R BT B E R
Rk S%UGHE RETERE ;¥FAE 10%GHE RETEF - EjtatldE 2 HRE%2

B > WARRE fadc X 3t 0.5 8 1% -RE TR E AR L L Jzaclt o

Bloomberg vs MSCI (Combined)

# R Ap B T i P-value HF L et
2014 0.38 8.94E-05***
2015 0.38 9.09E-05***
2016 0.34 4.44E-04***
2017 0.32 8.16E-04***
2018 0.35 2.39E-04***
2019 0.31 1.64E-03***

# 4-11: Bloomberg vs MSCI A §8:=%2_4p R 446 T % %
A R hp BE B #ic %15 18 Pearson AP B (R #ic o 3N B 1B 4 > Povalue P &

BRI GEREFHEF R R AE R R (%GR ET A E
M S%GHRETREE SR A 10%R KRBT R o R jrart e TR R

Pl > AR fadicX 2t 05 % 1% K ETHEE AL B fcack o
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Thomson Reuters vs MSCI (Combined)

# R ro M ik P-value 2 F L jractt
2014 0.51 4.29E-08*** v

2015 0.47 5.92E-07***

2016 0.43 5.65E-06%**

2017 0.43 6.79E-06***

2018 0.44 3.35E-06%**

2019 0.45 1.95E-06***

# 4-12 : Thomson Reuters vs MSCI £ %8 ;=% 2_4p M {24k T % %

A RN ehdp B (R % 35 iF Pearson Ap B B o VA3t B F ) > P-value P A
WA AP GBI TR FREF 2R TR o RN L (% HE R T R ok
Rk S%UGHE RETERE ;¥FAE 10%GHE RETEF - EjtatldE 2 HRE%2
B > (AR B B 3T 052 1% HE-RET A E AR L jeant e

B BRS¢ >Bloomberg £2 Thomson Reuters #2014 & 3 2017 & ~
Thomson Reuters £2 MSCI %A 2014 & &1 3jzacfd o @ L300 Red B w6 973, it
Fl2o iR T aoleactE G i F o M€ BT e acd Bloomberg
2 Thomson Reuters # 2014 % 2017 & A3k E 2 & 2072 F 3 5 Jeacth s o
e B IR A D T AT o

Rypte Brfgajpidika?  ERIGILLRMEESDE-S 2 G
T oS et & BN E BT R L R B feacit R
ol fhin e k@Y ESCRFTAEER S HT A At o i A AP AP > &

B hE @ it & R

ok

RAE RO IR B F BN P
FHCTE (7 ESC AT BIF 8 “hif o ek g0 0 - R ere )

Ko RIFRREFTAGFES ST ER 2T B EESCHFThd e o
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£ SERALEHRBRLR

Fo=% > 2%t % » 5 /4 Pearson 4p b (2 8 i W Ik enif i B2 AT
TEEET PR BERER B 0 02 2T R BRI L
R AP E R ERBER R b AR L RE T B
RIFE o 44 2 F W REZEE FhERA S22 LA ERp iR e 10%
2P RABNAL LKL S P T B EETRR LR P P
FA P s b - ETEHES G R B AT a R T RA S
s LR i L0 P BB FEFRBAOTIREDESRER £ IR

EAFM - HleRALT LG Jeald e

s

%= %2 - %3 ((Environment)i®% £ B {8 £ 47 4 5%

M= BAFR(4-134-14 2 4-15) 5 BB E&R Y T AR o
Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters (Environment)

d B2 EHE gt L2 AT
2014 0.3 0.2
2015 0.4 0.4
2016 0.4 0.2
2017 0.5% 0.2
2018 0.4 0.1
2019 0.3 0.2

% 4-13 : Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters E ;=% + 2_ € 45 1+
A AR BT TR A S A BEaE g E R L LR Rt
PEAF S P BTG b /10 H Y on FEAF S P Rdlc e ML E a0

% AT AR S fCAC o
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Bloomberg vs MSCI (Environment)

£ #L Ll EAH T 1
2014 0.1 0.2
2015 0.1 0.3
2016 0.1 0.2
2017 0.2 0.1
2018 0.3 0.1
2019 0.1 0.2

% 4- 14 : Bloomberg vs MSCI E %% F 2. € 45 |+

A AR EAFREF TN A G Fé‘*?‘f—&ﬁkﬁ#;‘ig‘gﬁ Boehm L 4R gL 4
PEAL PR At b /100 B P on L EAFhS 7 oRdlc o ¥R A M E i
* AT ARG e e

Thomson Reuters vs MSCI (Environment)

i L2 AR GE SRR X et
2014 0.1 0.1

2015 0.2 0.1

2016 0.2 0

2017 0.1 0.1

2018 0.3 0.1

2019 0.2 0

% 4-15: Thomson Reuters vs MSCI E #=&2_ & 45 |4

A ARPMZEAFHETITRL D Fé&fﬂ“.&ﬁkﬁ#t_;iﬂ b R T i (i
PEAS T HRE T B /100 BHY n FEAFN T RiBc e ¥R A ZE MR
ARG JTax e

Rypt o= BEAFEHHFSE S 7 FRETF & Bloomberg ¥ Thomson Reuters
w2017 Eam L LY 5 T FEAR 0 I TR AP BE TRl MR Y e %
- RO B2 TR EREE ERTRIRFEATTITLR LTt d BT

Feo FAPEY N BT TR R R PR REF BENP LR

e

2 2P BIT A NI AL TR etk o kN8 L AT
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o2 AAggry it (Social)im A1 EAF R

I Z A (416~ 4-17 2 4-18)h Ak g B v L iEm b ehE AF o
Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters (Social)

PR s 1 W f2 EATHE
2014 0.2 0.1
2015 0.2 0.1
2016 0.2 0.1
2017 0.3 0.1
2018 0.1 0.1
2019 0 0.1

# 4- 16 : Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters S =% 2_ € 4§ |4
A AP L EAFEEF TN A LS B AR E R ePm - LA R
PEA D PRt b /100 B P on 5 EAF N P Rdic e ¥8 A 27 E chi

AT G TR e

Bloomberg vs MSCI (Social)

i WL LA ik L E A
2014 0.1 0.3
2015 0 0.2
2016 0 0
2017 0 0.2
2018 0 0.1
2019 0 0

% 4-17 : Bloomberg vs MSCI S 3% 2_ & 4§ |4+
A AR ZEAFEEF TR L A BRI A E R o - L ikt
PEAFS PR G T /10 B P n L AN P Rlic o *ik A 27 E i

% AT ARG fag .
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Thomson Reuters vs MSCI (Social)

£ i R LR
2014 0 0.1
2015 0.2 0.1
2016 0.2 0.2
2017 0.1 0.1
2018 0.1 0.1
2019 0.2 0.1

% 4-18 : Thomson Reuters vs MSCI S % 2_ & 4f {4
A AP L EAT BT TR A RS e e R L LAl
PEA S P B s /100 B Y on F AT P Rl o FRN AR E i
S L AL T

G 6 = BAHALE DY s PP KRB PRI EFREIRPE L A
et &2 feaco B P £4F 53 e ¥ 5 Bloomberg 2 Thomson Reuters:
RvmiEm- ERES AT ATTRZL Jeaet 0 @ Bloomberg & MSCI epe &
Y EAMLEAM JEREFREFEF DD NP oxd T IrEAgHE

SRRA 0 F R ARG P anta i BT R EREFT A ERA ST FISEA

Pl

2 o|p X
i/* VE

¥ - %2 = 272 (Governance) =& B 15 £iF R 5%

M= BAF(4-194-20 2 4-21) 5 o P pIRiEmR G hE AR o
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Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters (Governance)

£ B L B Bt L EAE
2014 0.4 0.1
2015 0.3 0.3
2016 0.2 0.2
2017 0.4 0.2
2018 0.3 0.4
2019 0.2 0.1

# 4-19 : Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters G %% 2. & 4§ |+
A AR ZEAFEERT TR L LA BRI Az E R - L ik
PEA S P B s /100 B Y on F AT P Rl o FRN AR E i

% AT G ARG foic e

Bloomberg vs MSCI (Governance)

£ b L2 EAR it L EAR
2014 0.2 0.1

2015 0.1 0.3

2016 0 0.2

2017 0 0

2018 0.1 0

2019 0.1 0

# 4- 20 : Bloomberg vs MSCI G =& 2_ & 4§ {4
A ARPNZEAFMET TR A S A IR A E R - L R
PEA D P EcE b /100 B Y on L EAFD P Rdice ¥ AR E R

AT G JTac e
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Thomson Reuters vs MSCI (Governance)

£ R L Bl L2 FATHE
2014 0.2 0.1

2015 0 0

2016 0 0

2017 0 0.2

2018 0.1 0.1

2019 0.1 0

% 4-21 : Thomson Reuters vs MSCI G #=%2_ & 4§ |+
A ARP L EAFREF AL LS B A E R ePm - LA R
PEAL PR At b /100 B P on L EAFhS 7 oRdlc o ¥R A M E i

% kAT 5 AR B fat .

3

o fipanTEaE4f 4 F > 12 Bloomberg £ Thomson Reuters 2. %% &
HHEBB HS BREEETYIFIEFLF EREAF D DFR D BT

foo BB Z AR LS P AEERL v - RAM B

¥ &2 v EFH(Combined):Fa 5 14 £ 4 i %

BT 2 B A (422 5 403 2 4-24) L EEREEEBC Y GhE AR o

Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters (Combined)

s K % K= " 2 EAE
2014 0.3 0.2
2015 0.4 0.4
2016 0.4 0.2
2017 0.5* 0.2
2018 0.4 0.1
2019 0.3 0.2

% 4-22 : Bloomberg vs Thomson Reuters & §8 =% 2_ & 45 |+
Al ARPNZEAFET TR A A BRI A E R - L R
PEA L PR B /10> B on L EAFNO P Rk ¥R AL E

=3
AL G Tt e
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Bloomberg vs MSCI (Combined)

£ #L Ll EAH T 1
2014 0.1 0.2
2015 0.1 0.3
2016 0.1 0.2
2017 0.2 0.1
2018 0.3 0.1
2019 0.1 0.2

% 4-23 : Bloomberg vs MSCI {85 2 & 4 {4

PERE A - N o K e - AL S Fé‘*?‘??«k%}ﬂ#&é?ﬁ B L LR it -
PEAOSTEE B T /10 B P on FEAFS D Rdic e FR AR E
S L AL T

Thomson Reuters vs MSCI (Combined)

+ i w2 LA gt L B4R
2014 0.1 0.1
2015 0.2 0.1
2016 0.2 0
2017 0.1 0.1
2018 0.3 0.1
2019 0.2 0

% 4- 24 : Thomson Reuters vs MSCI %8 :%% 2. & 45 |+
iiﬁﬁmifﬁﬁ&%**aaﬁ@ﬂ&%ﬁiﬁﬁawﬁAaé@&Aé
PEA S T HRE B /10 HY n FEAFGS D e FR AR E
AL G Ao

M AR L enE BhAc e AP B M TP AR ) pL LT 1Y g et g
EAFM G EEH Flo R A BHEFFASPFANE - e A g LT

FWEFFASINE-SEG2Boa v FETERAFTAS 7 &t s &

3 Bloomberg ¥7 Thomson Reuters - 2017 # fFs b 5 JIR 4}
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Moo igs PP BRTRBL R AL E v 1V ImE L anfard o “f pe2 th s miE e - e f
AR K T ald e

FWyp i b A sk 2 > & % 5 Pearson crip b Tl ¥ 2 i85 M
Ben™ 3o PR B A AT S AT 5 sl B A gt TR - B

FARIRT AR N AR s A s 7 ESG A AR A s 0 27

$= & 24 ESG 13 ETF » 34534

*EALERPPLIFES SET H ) BSG i jactt i i p w0 ESG A 4E ETF
PHELRET ARG > A S A RS PRI ESG LT ARMRAL > 1 &
EEAFIEE T E S A w R KT KT A FRT AN RS LY TR

B eni Ek 0 @ T e Bw s 4 AR £ 18 & L COVID £ N B

fg{i » & ESG l% IE' s R IA Y n%ﬁt& igj\m"ii'?* ’ l}]—a 2 FM}» £§8;%§E ’Q—_L—E'lf—f

LAl R L R ok 0 K 2R R T R L w0 b)) AR R o

ANEE LR P AL 3 RBATH B B 737 500 ESG A 1412 14T
FAER BN A EBENRA i kFp BSG AT Bl R FL B
AET LRI AR PR 0 KRILE KB AT R AC BB P
H A ap LR E AP N A5 T ESG A48z ETF> FI A mE 7 3 i
BighL o ot pehip e s & R e TRl ESG i wil S8R
ARA R R T By g B o LT AR S BN P g (T AR L

2 ETF & @i 70 oo o 02 3 20 0 i e T

3
Ell
e
fulg
It
o}
?’m
A
I
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EROPR KB EEEFAT o XL E T EANPRIA DL FlE AHRT A
3 ESGHRFen® 4B 3 » { § B 4T 4 ESG 1 4 & &

AT A S PF FALBL £2 ESGAMETF 53 % » A4 L8
50(0050)4R. 5 A& ¥ 4 #ic > @ ESG L 4L ETF ¢ 7 & + 4 % ESG < §(00850) »

N\

27 e3(00692)% B3 A % L (00878) w1 T 4 4 fh i 4 & ETF & FaLe

ETF &4 ~ 4 4 %50 A4 4 ESG A4
7% 0050 00850
ERLE BE i ErE S
L RAERR S : 4 50 4F fdp Bk
" . i (FTSE4Good TIP Taiwan ESG Index)
CR:E L 2003/6/25 2019/8/15

4 4-25:ETF F#8 4
/—:‘L: '}'j\/}fﬂpp’/}'ﬁﬁw7 A\Fyiﬂg%

ETF %4 LIS ] B3 A B %L

w75 00692 00878
EHidi e £ A2 P57 100 458 MSCI 4 4 ESG A4 § % L4 F 30 478k
CAgRE 2017/5/17 2020/7/20

% 4-26:ETF 544 4 ()
A FREKARLZERE SLOBRRP S

B KFFp P T HF R 2% ESG 1482 ETF A& 503 (7% AiTa & (GL:
2021 # 4% 7% - B ESG LA ETF e o 88 7> Ra AT A I /L E - &
AR FBEZAR) P LB B S AP A RS0 £ E RSB ED B
eSS B AF LT 5045 % £ % ESG AF R EiEEF F(FTSE) s

chd B i BN PRI R S S PR 100 4p ke
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