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Table 1 Definition and measurement of main variables
AR T AR 44 R AR AR ST
PR AR Al PR PR R Ininvest AL FRRBTERIN 1 J5 B %
p— [} P4l Peer_assey, Al @ 7 ¢ - U ARFTAEIR T b BTAEAT L j AR T E Al BB 7= o X
Z(a ) AE ‘ T AZATAE A il % 7 ) b B
R Big Z BN L) IR R AU A 5 ATl A SR Y LU (R
AN 4 Small Z BN T YR/l B ATl Al B 1Y
W AR Al =AM B State Al A AR g 1,750 0
5 Yl Pollution A JE T E IS AT 1, &0 0
TR AR AR Hightech F Al B F R AR L RAE S 1, 804 0
AP AE I Inage il LI 4 B U 25 T A 3 i OV B
B2 A TobinQ Al T 5 Al B BT 1 LA
W T T (L L Bmr Al A 7 5 il T R R LA
BRI A Roa Al I 5 A 7 1 B A
R @ﬁ#&ﬁ% Roe mﬂ%ﬂ@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%wﬁ
WP URR Lev Al A ST 5 Al B B 7 A A
WeRrh = Cash AEAR BT BT A A5 135 B0 1 B A
B A i Cashflow S8 DA T AV T4 R I L
S — RIBAR TSI L] First Fi— KIARFEI S IR B AR R oA
A R R A Lrinvest R RR RS bR R H
il FAs g | REE TEIG AT Pollution Fr Al E TR YA TIIRE S 1, EN R0
) AT AT Markel mﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%%e&Eﬁ%%EEJtﬁﬁ%%Eﬁﬁékﬁém%
A s i A 1 5 B R EE AN T 4 h A LU R T RS A B PR A Y T Ak BAR AL
iy DX B S  5i EI_GDP MAF i X IR V5 YRR BT S b X GDP [ LU {E
ARy Year AR RIS
] 7 50 728 7l Industry ATl A
H Province BRI AEH
21. 651, 5z/IMEH 9. 838, SEHY{H My 16. 311, fR i
3 LIEHER 224 2. 460 XMW F T W SF B K P17

3.1

B

dEgE
2R T FEUR R S . FE
A X [ P, TR 2 T BR AR 4 VR 1 K W

TERCRIESE. [P 2R (8 T IAEROR(EA 1,
B/IME 0, FI{EA 0. 130, ARifEZE 2 0.306. il
AR BR T S — RBR TR 1 (First) AN X T
GOR-(Marke) HREZERIAE T LA, 22BN

R2 IETENHRMRITER

Table 2 Descriptive statistical results of main variables

AR N Mean pS0 SD Min Max
Ininvest 8 349 16. 311 16. 372 2.469 9. 838 21. 651
Peer_asset 8 349 0. 130 0. 000 0. 306 0. 000 1. 000
Lrinvest 8 349 0.011 0. 002 0. 023 0. 000 0. 142
Inage 8 349 7. 600 7. 600 0. 002 7.5% 7. 605
Cash 8 349 0. 145 0. 121 0. 100 0.013 0. 564
Cashflow 8 349 0. 054 0. 052 0. 066 -0.145 0.246
Roa 8 349 0. 033 0. 031 0. 055 -0.195 0. 187
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Table 2 Continues
AR N Mean p50 SD Min Max
Roe 8349 0. 050 0. 063 0. 143 -0. 809 0.323
Lev 8 349 0.478 0. 488 0. 193 0. 069 0. 887
TobinQ 8 349 1.712 1.397 0.957 0. 864 6.309
Bmr 8 349 0. 700 0.716 0.241 0. 159 1.157
First 8 349 36. 735 35.070 15.208 9. 800 76. 000
Pollution 8 349 0. 466 0. 000 0. 499 0. 000 1. 000
EI_GDP 8 349 0.013 0.012 0. 007 0. 000 0.038
Market 8 349 8.782 9. 156 1. 878 3.359 11.934
3.2 BEEESH R (=0, 148) . R A5 00 7
3.2.1 %& L] NER R 09 5 BT H, 25 R IR, Peer _asset;, 1 Z 500 % PEKF-

F3 M T A EIHSR. k3
5 (1) BRI, AEAR AL i A2 B 5] £ Al )
ST IAIEE 10% i K P | g e T EIA
HEARME PR R BT (a0 = 0. 164 ). £ 3 55(2) 51
IAT AV AFAE AT AR A R AR B R AIE 28 1] A2
JG WSS, Peer_asset, | W ZREAE 5 % HY7KF- EIE

— R EE 1% (a=0.235). HULal L, AL
FRIRRALZ B Al 9 A R 52, 38 43 32 3]
[ Hi DX A7l P AR AR 6 T DR ) Al
B RZ . XL IER] T4k T AR — e HL X A 7
WS FEINA S &3 T 51 SURTIIIRE, A B TIE ik
il A AR A R . B 1 A5 BI50IE.

F3 EAEMDEFSH

Table 3 Basic regression analysis

- (1) (2) (3)
/”\E
- Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest
0.164 " 0.148 " 0.235*"*
Peer_assety;, _
(1.932) (2.004) (3.102)
40. 168 *** 36.771 ***
Irinvest
17.382* (33.648)
17.382* —11.008
Inage
(1.762) (-1.063)
—1.859 *** —-0.755*""
Cash
(-7.749) (-3.120)
3.671 " 2.032 "
Cashflow
(9.151) (5.212)
6.558 *** 6.295***
Roa
(6.923) (6.913)
-0.412 -0.223
Roe
(-1.319) (-0.727)
2,822 """ 2.399 ***
Lev
(19.728) (16.466)
) 0.187 *** 0.131***
TobinQ
(4.016) (2.853)
2.709 *** 2.902 ***
Bmr
(14.368) (14.493)
) 0.011*** 0.010 ***
First
(6.987) (5.932)
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Table 3 Continues
(1) (2) (3)
4t
Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest
-0.049 1. 509 ***
Pollution
(-1.056) (4.098)
8.756 """ -4.149
EI_GDP
(2.835) (-1.003)
0. 060 *** -0. 050
Market
(4.654) (-1.168)
16. 244 *** -120. 979 93. 806
_cons
(563.802) (-1.614) (1.192)
Year No No Yes
Province No No Yes
Industry No No Yes
N 8 711 8 159 8 159
Adj-R* 0.000 0.312 0.414

TR p<0.0L, T FR p<0.05, © For p<0. L FEENIGECT HBAG | i

3.2.2 #fErig

B B A AR R APPSR S T IAIE
A e 7 LR T A5 L (Peer_debty,, )
FEICR 17 L (Peer_numbert,,,, ) 5 AT #E47 [ 14
&4 RTPI [R1E 45 5 201, F Mot o Eu i s i)
[P B e T IAGEXT AR A GIE ol IR 45 7
IFZIRTE 1% 7K B IE R 3 (a =0.233) , %K
B Fe AT R AL A a0 T AR [ R R
[FIFE R E N IE (a=0.165). JLAk, AHF5E 8 H [
P 8 ARSI BB M TR Ak i 2R
T ER R AR B [l A B R - 8
R e G ik A R A S SN AN T 3
A 5% 7 (B ( MPeer _assety;, ) 4 1 [F] 4 53 ]
W [ A7k B A Sk e T DUE A b B {5t IR
(MPeer_debt,,, ) F1>% 1 [ 44y [F] 308 7 W) 47 ol Jor
ALkt T IUE A b 80 ¥ ( MPeer _ num-
ber,, )it R4 % (3)5NRK 4 55(5) 5 EIH
SR G HEYERIHEE LA~ (a =0.456,a =
0.337,a =0.302).

B BRI R. 3R 4 55(6) AR T X
PRBCF A TR UEA (Invest ) 40 PR 5 B 2528, 19119
AR 1% K FBE(a=0.093). FEDMI
TR FR R0 1) 52 i v BB 8], AR F 5% FH 300
BB BR DA Al S W M Rinvest. 3% 4
55 (T) SIS RIRWT, BUE R EE 1 %K A B

FYIET 5200 (a = 0. 066).  BLAk, A< Bif 58 % 76 4t
TR BRI 1 O U S 2R 17 =1 e
(Ininvestyp). Z5FUNZR 4 (%5 (8) F s, M4
ABAE 1% KF AR EMIEMEMN (a =
0.246). X ULEHARNIG FIBFFR 4 R BA B
fa .

5L ARREAE AT, AR SR A
PEHCIX (8] 35 hy 2013 4FE—2020 45, JE B 1 bt
OSFVARAFER A T AR AT Y AR |5 DY AR AR A X
L5 AR B 2017 4F—2020 4F {9 FF A 4 3l 51 5
[IH. 64 55(9) % 4 55(10) 5 a9 45 R 4%
B, [E R B 37E 1 %KV B B3 1 1 [ 5%
(a=0.280,a=0.344). XUPLIHARMFTE I HFITLE
VS TESE RAEAS DX (1] J5 AR T (e

00, HEBR S AR i AR s T
TANUEXT AR 0E (1) 52 34 1] BE A2 4 M2 B A8 1
A (VAR R 280 Sy BT 2 S SR W L L
K EIAL T REBE 5 5 BRI LR (0 T ), X S 2 P A8
[ 2 R Aol B IR AR AR B A7 TR G2 1
4358 T 722 o T S5 BOW P AR PR TR BRI — (]
L, AR T Tl R K HE R
T He b Tl — 8B HE s Tl [k
PEWEE G R 2 A5 BR B RRAE AR 1 (EVI) |, DL K JE
WA BE (GDP) 55— i 34 e 55 — 5l
B TIELRR 555 =7 b 3G B (IND ) %5 28 5% FR AR A8
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. R4 BEE (1) BRI, [BHH R BUES S
X2 T 1743 i A o () U I MK SR A 5 % /K- I 3
MIE(a=0.199). HK, N T — L HEBR A %)=
TR M2 18T RT BEAEAE 1 Bt HsF 170 28 Ak 114 358 T A% o
T N AR ASBIESE 23 I T A4 e LAAS 1y
(1) HE 4072 £ ( Year * Province) AFEA5y 3 AT ML 1Y RE
A5 (Year + Industry) BT EIH. 3R 4 55(12)
FIRIFE 455 (13) F Al A1, [ R BURIRTE 1% 1Y
KB ZERIE (a=0.238,a =0.288) , i B A fiff
EMIDERE =R g Yt

ST MBRAEAS. A0 [ F Al 9 S
TR T AR LA N, 2% RS SR EA LA

SRTTAZ ATV A TR 0, 1T REXS 2 ARt i T
AHIFTORE K ST A SERIA T AR BE AR AR 55k e o
FHETEIA. 3% 4 55 (14) 51 R 2R BRI E 1% /Y
IRV-BEIE (@ =0.226) , SRTSCHR—EL

SN B AR, AR TR SR R O
FOB R 2 (0 L) AR R R0 R IR L
F A (15) FILER AT, PR L i ax T
HERY [m] 5 R BAE 5% MK 835 8 IE («
0.217) , &2 3 VEAT B T B, (H 5 o 0] T 45 2R B
PR FF—E ks UM, Aol ) 7 A f) 3t B0 467 5
AT, 32 5 2 (0 ) IR [R) ARV 1 2 R BR
FHUR W E [B] ) 45 R A A A

R4 REERE

Table 4 Robustness test

B g AR it R AR
63y (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest Invest Rinvest Ininvest ¢;p
0.093 *** 0. 066 *** 0.246 ***
Peer_asset Hit-1
(2.833) (0.923) (2.810)
0.233 """
Peer_debtikj,, |
(3.121)
Peer_ 0.165""
numbery;, _ | (2.098)
0.456 """
MPeer_asset;, _
) (8.483)
0.337 """
MPeer_debti,qt, 1
(7.447)
MPeer_ 0.302 "
number;, _ | (1.942)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Province Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 8 159 8 159 1714 1714 1714 8172 8172 5553
Adj-R? 0.414 0.414 0.415 0.410 0.389 0.315 0.400 0.388
g4
Table 4 Continues
4 RLAEAS S 1] HEBR B AL i T ERAEA BribeA
. (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15)
A HL
Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest
Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest
2013 -2020 2017 -2020 province
0.280 "~ 0.344 """ 0.199 " 0.238 """ 0.288 *** 0.226 """ 0.217**
Peer_assetiA,j o
(2.870) (2.406) (2.287) (3.084) (3.766) (2.635) (2.173)
EVI/GDP/IND No No Yes No No No No
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Table 4 Continues
4 S REAS S 1] HEBR 3t IR AL i T ERAEA kA
e (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15)
S H
Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest
Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest
2013 -2020 2017 -2020 province
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Province Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year x Province No No No Yes No No No
Year x Industry No No No No Yes No No
N 5 155 2593 5912 8 159 8 159 5978 8 159
Adj-R? 0.422 0.428 0.424 0.415 0.405 0.421 0.414

i T FRp<0.01, T
3.2.3 AAMEEE

¥ 2 AT 2 T st e S B
AR PR [ 0, AR5 Aol @ 7 ¢ = 1 4R T AE 3kl
k JTAEAT j B 268 T DIl %™
Lt ( TPeer_asset,;, ) \Hf5i di b ( TPeer_debt;, )
FIECEE 5 L ( TPeer _number,, ) VE 2 fif B A2 &
AR BRR Alb f BR AR T BAT Sh A, D D —
AT B FRFAEAS 23 [] Bof 52 1) e A5 47 oMb 1) 4 £, T
JONE &7 b WA Z5 R sk 5 /i 3 % B s
(a=0.301,a=0.306,a =0.304), 47 /%) 35 I
70 [R) 3 R ) 45 2R o S Bk R, S8,
J7INAIE B8 6% 3 5[] B 2800 52 & A ol 1Y 36 fR
.

afn LT INUEAE S — T g 607 ML BUR , 2354
A1l S DX P 8 Bl A w7 AR S, B R KB
BT, 5| R AT M 3R] XAl By — B
AT . HE 2, X AT LB DX Al B R
TR AT BEAE A2 T R R R00E , T 2 52 3
SE[ A A el " B Ex S B — A HL_E R
UG AT A DX — [R5 | & %) A A e ) R
AR T ELAR e R 45 SR FR AT T A .
AWFFER G T INUES I BUE ( Citysupport )
AL 3E 4 B2 (HHD A5 T RAZ R 1) AROF5EH
e, L) IAUE SR BUR 14 M 8 1, W 2R Al
RS & T S T IAUESR BOR A

#m p<0.05,

“FIR p <0. 1 RS NEECTF SR c GETT R FRTRIR , A W ORI ] A

1, 5 UIHR 0. 3t 75 BUR & M2k 1) S Bk,
RE AL 30 1 W B S5 0 Al H I 2% 68 T IAGIE,
& iz X R S 0 0T o B, 7 A TR A R A
L, AEJE SR 0 T UL SR BRI F AN 2% Al Y
IR DR e B LRI 52 ) AW IR 5 15
IRAERE AT 3E 4 BE , BTl I B 5 Wl 1Y
EEAFSBASGI T E W T WA G TR LR
FI5 B A ATl T R 38 T T A
F 3, Tl P4l i A7 o SR 2 BN 52 2 . 5
OB LA AT, A Ml B 2 i R SO
TEBS AR S St (B 2 ISR Se e 347 IR,
Aol 34 R RE 22 R 2 00 T AR HE ], (H X
AV AP R B TE DT A 3 R, A5 45 4

i W B AR [ S A B, s T
WIS BCER AN TAL 524 BEX AR Al PR £
ORI, RS — BB TN R R,
2R T INIEYY R F =TT T lk PR PR A,
5 5 (4) AR T T RASHRIESR B By 1l
5K (a=5.547) L& (0 L] EAF7E D] R Y
Rl FERONE.  [RIIN, a B A B 19 45 R /R TGk
4" frgy THARRIISMET By Js s, RIAE 5T
Pk i TR R AT M VEZEOR. 380, AR FFE
PRt — 5 5 T HAR S WA AR A5 HE
T THRAZ R )
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Table 5 Endogeneity test

22 Bt 7 T HRA Gk
A (1) (2) (3) (4)
Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest Ininvest
0.301 **
TPeer_asset;, _ |
(3.021)
0. 306 **
TPeer_debty;, _
(3.110)
0.304 "
TPeer_number;;, _ |
(2.542)
5.547 "
Peer_asset;;, _
(0.812)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes
Province Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 8 159 8 159 8 159 7 694
Adj-R? 0.414 0.414 0.414 -

U FERp<0.01, IR p<0.05, " KR p <0. L AESNAVET IS E c gt BRTRR , 2R BRI AL

3.3 FaEI INERFAIET RS
3.3.1 & MUAEE A ROR

6 55(1) 51 3 6 55(2) 5153 BRI AL
A8t (Big ) N LA 1 (Small ) 7145 H 1Y
SLHIG IR A T IAUEXEIA
TEAR Y PR PR 5T 19 52 ] 34 .25 R 1F (o = 0. 174 F
o =0.239) , FUER KPR RV x 4
PRELGR M RO 25 0, /N Al X P

Al A B N TE Peer _asset;, |, x Big
PR THE O IE, HAE 10% K ERE (a =
0.984). A UL, FRAGEREE T INUER il BT,
JI 7= A ) RSN A, X S E DTl A PR B
SOMEE. (BRI 2a 1385 RE Peer_assety, , x Small
PR FAGTHE N 5% 1 KF LB E N7 (a =
=3.479) LIS AR 6 T DAER Al USR],
FO A= AR ARV . i 2b 7531 38

F6 AR TR

Table 6 The regulation effect of firms size

(1) (2)
Ahit
Ininvest Ininvest
0.174 " 0.239 ***
Peer_assety;, _
(2.120) (3.155)
-0. 101
Big
(-0.251)
. 0.984 "
Peer_asset;, _, * Big
(1.934)
0.458
Small
(0.253)
-3.479 "
Peer_assety;, _ | * Small
(-2.194)
Controls Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes
Province Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes
N 8 159 8 159
Adj-R? 0.415 0.415

E U FR p<0.01, FFIR p<0.05,

CFR p <0. L SNBSS c SR BRTRIR , A W RO ] A
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SRR B T IAERZ A Al R PR R B BT 7 —— T [ PR LA IS

3.3.2 AR AR

27 A (4) X 3 BEAT K5 1Y 45
R AL AU 5 ( State) FIHAE B , [7]
B A 2 68 T IAIEXS R TATEAR L B R AR BT 1Y
SEMATE 1 % KK 3 N IE (@ =0.369). State
4 01 5 R B A 2 ., 2R B A Al i Al
IMRBFATAE E R IE 17 5200, (HJE A HIR Peer_
asset,;, | x State W] Z BN THH B A 7, HAE
5%KF ERF (o= —-0.285). ] WLIEA A
HAS B AR 0 O V3t LA AT b 51 540 T, 2R A%
2R ) IAUERT " AR A RN FESONE I AN 2 i 25 1 i
XFAEIATE A AR ORAR 5% 7 ThT A A VR . s

3 1335
£7 PRI R

Table 7 The regulation effect of firms property rights

1
At (} )
Ininvest
Peer_assety;, _ 0.369
(3.635)
0. 280 EEES
State
(4.759)
Peer_assety;, | x State -0.285**
(-1.965)
Controls Yes
Year Yes
Province Yes
Industry Yes
N 8 159
Adj-R? 0.416

iE: AR <001, T RIRp<0.05, "FoRp <01 FHEAN
BOP AR C GET R BRI, A R BOURIA AL

3.3.3 ATk AR AR

# 8 (1) FRAMM(S) Xk 4a #HATH
A A, A V5 G 4l A8 5 ( Pollution ) F1H:
SEHIGUE [l B 8, T IAIE X JE AR AR
M FRATE A MTE S %o KV E R N IE (o=
0.211). [FE} Pollution 111514 R HUE .3 M 1E,
YL TS Rl IR T 2, X 5 E AR
SES R — . R H Peer_asset,;, , x Pollu-
tion W REUAGTHE R M IE, HTE 10% 7K 1 &
F(a=0.286). 3% B H {5 e Al 23 fin 5 4 £
LT E R S80O8E % AE TAGIE £ b R DR 45 5% 7Y 52
M. AR 4a 13 SCEF.

% 8 55(2) 72 M I (6) MR 4b 4T
K45 . a5 RR I, A S B R AR A 42
A5 5 (Hightech ) MU AE IG5, [a] 4 Ml i 2 45
LIRS HE TR AR Ml R PR A5 5% 14 52 mi 4K SR 72
1% (7K E 3 N IE (a =0.323). {H Hightech
F8 o0 28 MR S 25 O B, SR T O B R Al X
SRRAL VA 5 . 56T Peer_assety, |
x Hightech 1) Z B G THEARTE 1% B9KF- g 2
Jti(a=-0.371). ZEREY, @R A
My AT S 8, T IR UE T 7 Az 8 [) A 580K 2 s
55X AR AAEAR P PR R TE B0 M. i 4b 4 2
S

£8 (T BRI TR

Table 8 The regulation effect of industry attributes

o (0 2
At . ( )
Ininvest Ininvest
0.211*" 0.323 """
Peer_asset;, _ 4
(2.533) (4.093)
) 1.585***
Pollution
(4.081)
0.286 "
Peer_assetikj . _1 X Pollution
(1.763)
-0.130*"
Hightech
(-2.224)
-0.371 """
Peer_assety;, _ | x Hightech
(-2.589)
Controls Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes
Province Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes
N 8 159 8 159
Adj-R* 0.406 0.406

i

RN p <0.01

, “FFIRp<0.05,

TR p <0 L IRSNRBCTE SR gt BT R, A R BRI AR
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B A WFE A ARl PR 15 % — AT 38, (EL
Fie IR AR () B D RE T 3 , BRAR-15 98 AT LA — 2
01437 951 37 780 5 45 W VA PR AR L A
Sy AR 32 R B0 3 BB R S Y B 4%
Bl TS YA TR U, TR R A5
RS EEZ Y S A St i O/ BI B eV il =
ks 5 5 , B 1 A Al A 77 05 =K, MR IR
WA TS YL R VAT 26 PR (5B U 55 16 VA 4
WP E 2R A I BREE 15 Y, AR BRI Al (9 S BR
PR AR TR BRROR A IR, S —FAR AR IR A 4%
W SR, AT S RS R S 5
7l R R AR U R [ VA AN 2 SR 4
8T DGIE RE 75 MR A Ml 3 B b SR TP 455 s
i , AR i e 7y 2 o R i B
B

e S R SPI AV 2 S BTG 1) SR O i, T
TP B PR AL V5 T R U L1 R e S PR A iy
TR A X A PR AR T RE AR AR A
QGRS o NGO R e NS L i b7 ¥ e Ak 1
5 e W IsHE BB B B2 R TR T L B A A
PR LR B S ARDFSURE B A
A FE R AR R TR 0 B 410 5 (5
PEGEAR BRI H |, e B G B 6 2 19 T 15 7 o

O3 RS A BTRETR XU R AE DGR RTREAL
S BCE L R RE T R AR SRR Y 4
T H B S F R B PR A GE (PLninvest ) , I I H:
SO IO E 0 BB R ( GLninvest ) 5
S U A AR Y5 K R MRS A B BEAY
B BRI | [l AB S S TR RRR LR RO 1
XF
I O M Il 45 3R m] 0, 5 Al 97 o 1
gt A A Al A 2 2 1) IAGIERS, Peer _asset,;,
X 15 B LR A0 1 1] )3 R AR 1 % (197K 12
FENIE (o0 =0.407) , XA FRB IR ORAETE 1 52 0 )]
£ 10 % 9 /P 135 0 IE (o0 =0. 133 ), Ho i 354k
AL R B RN T IR B R R T R A
Y Peer_debt,;, K1 Peer_number,,, 73| 2 [7]
Pl g € T DA TIE B, X 33 7 1 A O 45 5%
YFE e 5 5 Sy 3, [l A AR B B K (o = 0. 402
o =0.137,0=0.280 Fll o =0.094). XK [A]
Pl 28 T IR AR A TE Al B8 2 3t 4%
AT EA T X IR T XS sk
T IRUEAS S SR A oMl 385 72 A 1) BR 455 B8 il A
i, B FESR Al ) PRI R 2 A I BOR BE ) 7E (W)
H DX R A7l Ak SRS A . 5 i A A 2
FEAEOR AR BRI R BT, Al B a5 A B3
LS. oA S I VA s B S s Y e
FE AR K-, XS b Je dh k(0 ] 3 /K F- , i 5
A7y 2 B IR Sk Bl s g, PR T
Z TR MR

£ NEEBRRRFSTHBRRILEHZM

2025 49 H

Table 9 The influence on governance-oriented environmental protection investment and prevention-based environmental protection investment

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
A
Plninvest Glninvest Plninvest Glninvest Plninvest Glninvest
0.407 *** 0.133*
Peer_asset;;, _
(2.608) (1.663)
0.402 """ 0.137 "
Peer_debt;, _ |
(2.608) (2.269)
0.280 " 0. 094
Peer_number;, _ |
(1.635) (1.494)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Province Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 2248 6 665 2248 6 665 2 248 6 665
Adj-R? 0.407 0.420 0.407 0.420 0.405 0.420
HE: AR p<0.01, 4R p<0.05, " Fp <0 L HRENIIECT R SHY VB TR b AR A
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SRR B T IAERZ A Al R PR R B BT 7 —— T [ PR LA IS

4.2 A FEEIFHESIAIF M

HI SO AT B, 2 B g0 T R4l
Frfgid gk a5 5 5, R X R AT A HE IR 4
2 HEMARELTE . (HEIR A T AR B Al
TEFREE ORI 5 T %5 72 BE 9 S S 45 5, IR AR L
P A Sk G K. PR ORBETE Al 2%
A Z X AR S R, Tk
— IR ak T AN UERE S 8 o R AR RN HA%
74 o | A D SR U B STy G N T > SR B S TR (S
R I BoE 2N (7) FRHET TR

ARG AGR 0 L ) H AR A o il
BT, S RIAE T4 1) R 17 i T i S i S e £l
HEREUR T G A ) 19410 NI AR =R S W N
WA Greige, A R R WAL SRt BB S s i 4K
Az, ] Greinvia i 4 (8 & W L R B £,

Greumia e 5 €8, 52 H1 8T B 4 A B il i, I
T M 0 R BT S TGreia. N THBR
L 00, L ) PR R 1 A i 20 A TR) R, AS BT 5 44 4
L F I S (TGreia) fin 1 )5 BOMEL, 153 In-
TGreia. W20, 1) AAE [6] £ 808 % £l 2 £
BB BT A SV, BARX T IR0,
2R A0 AT I BORMEE R BRI 2. %R
TR AR R R) i, AR 500 & 0, ) IR [] £
RN i I G 3.

Greig, = o + o, Peery, , + a, CV, + &, (7)

LUK 10 IR, Peer_asset,;, [ B9 %L
HTE 1% K- BIET B3, X 7R Tae@ L)
ANUEA RE A 3 5[] P00 4 e AR AR Al Y 2t
RN IR REIR B AR VIR SR |, X a3 £l
Y U A 25 T A

F10 xR EQIHGHAIR M

Table 10 The influence on green innovation performance of firms

(1) (2) (3) (4)
ik
Greinvia Greumia TGreia InTGreia
1. 466 *** 1.234*** 2.633 """ 0.259 ***
Peer_assely;, _,
(4.350) (4.000) (4.414) (5.550)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes
Province Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 6 337 6 337 6 337 6 337
Adj-R? 0.173 0.266 0.234 0.351

HE: AR p<0.01, " FIR p<0.05, " FR p<O. L FEEWIBTHSEIG IR BRI, AR BOTRIR 2

4.3 PR INEL AN

FERT SO AT Al b AR AR SRR ST 2R £
T O AUE BB 75 38 A [7) (500 A7 0 e X7 B
BES. SR  BE T B ik, d i (o
WRGEHAEYE) M T 5 Tl £ b X )23 1 PR 4R
BRI 715 AL - Tl R K HE T O K (Tnwa-
ter) Tk — S AR A HE R BOM 2L (InSO,) L Tl
FHAR HE T 12 IO 55 (Insmokel ) | Tl AR 4> 2 1 B
XFEL (Insmoke2 ) FI TN [ 14 5 724 256 ) FH 8 L

X (Inwaste) .

MR T SRS R AT DA S [ Al i 2
L) AR SR BRI DR T X B R SR B
RRI N B REAR T lk — A Ak B HE i L Tl
FHASHE ROl K 2R Z2 B 6, JR 3G I T ol [
RIE 25 A R, Tk R ACHE R R i el H &R
BOFA W X AT RERZ D W AHAL T RS54, K
RIS By ] DR B SEAR, TS & A 5 2 3
fnall FRBERU &5 2 A e
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Table 11 Impact on regional environmental performance
. (1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
AL
Inwater InSO, Insmokel Insmoke2 Inwaste
-0.056 -0.193 " -0.268 *** -0.379 *** 0. 060 ***
Peer_asset;, _ |
(-1.039) (—3.946) (-5.004) (-3.064) (2.970)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Province Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 4903 5476 4 811 2 464 4795
Adj-R? 0.264 0.533 0.303 0.376 0.219

#. 7 FR p<0.01, ** 3R p<0.05,
5 #FRiE

ARBEFELL 2003 4-—2020 4EFK [ T2 R
FEAS PSS 1 2 (O ) UEAFAE R R AR AR
PR KA AR, A D SE T ik
UEAFAE W] 2 B9 () R8O, BV DA UE Al B PR PR 4
e o5z B[Rl X TR ATl AT 2 e T AEAR b
CRIRV ARl ) RS T3S . e id o — ZR B R A
PeR S, LA K5 18 N AR R TR IS IR IR TR
s 2) KA AR FEA ol AR BoR Al
A 5 Je Al RATF % €0 T AR A5 A4 [ F1500
XHEVE ARV FM RS YRR 8 2 5 3) AT
PR RAETE, R P Al 9 2 0 T IAIE RS 33
77 TR R4 9 A i AR A1 T B i W ., DB A i
Al T i B Y PR OR it , MARAS | e 28 A 7=
TP A BaR @R 4) R 2R @ Tk
UEREAEAT R e Al o 5 B T SUOR L [X 3 B

ARSI FEAE VX Al ANBUR A E 252
BJAR. DX S, g6 T DR AEN
FAT AL ZR AR S BRI AR, AL — 25 ILIA

£ % X Wk:

TR p <0. L RS AET ASEN c R BRTRR , 2R BRI AL

H B AR (e R R, B 20 47l /s Y A 5] 45
PERL. 3 FARRGEAR Y, W ZORE AT M R A X[
R ES SN INT R (B s W id S W 5 ) e 3 )
QB KRB , o] LS R4 T[] 3 X 4 g A IE
Aol A 7 RORR ] AR Rk 2 BB AR 9 A s LAA T I
VR M IX RV A% O AT 2 P 45, 42 R Aiall AR 3R
S5 R SR RIS 5 TR PR S TR RS, Aol i A
W EBHAEHTREIR HT AR TR SE B AE P T
QeI H AP A 2 8T 4, 7838 B 3R 15 K7
(A L, )4 A IR R R IR BTl e BE AR5
2) XTBURF AR, BEETE 20 (0 T AR BUR I 52 AR
A AR, AT X B0 J58 S RO A b B 6 A S
A TRIIE , AN BEZ AR R 3 DX R ATl Al =22 18] B H 5
YERL. — D7, FRot 4 6 L) YAIEBOR , ik
LRAAUEBUOR FC & 1 5T 4 SR EOR S8, 3
WIEAR S5 0% WA IR . 55— 5 ThT,
S KA A A FEAT Alk F 5 B Al A
AR B RARA B % (0 T BB AL AR, WS AT
b SR e AR WA AR AT A
SRR R PR T B B A EAILA | S B A
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Does green factory certification affect the environmental protection invest-

ment of firms? From the perspective of peer effects

SU Tao-yong', WANG Ke** | LIU Yu-xin' , SHU An-dong'
1. School of Economics and Management, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China;

2. The School of Business Administration, Xinjiang University of Finance & Economics, Urumqi 830012,
China

Abstract: As an important part of China’s green manufacturing systems, green factory certification is a vital
tool to accelerate green transformation in the industries sector. Based on national-level data on green factory
certification, this study systematically examines the impact mechanism and economic consequences of green
factory certificationon firms’ environmental protection investment from the perspective of peer effects. The re-
search reveals that green factory certification exhibits significant peer effects, wherein the environmental pro-
tection investment of non-certified firms is increased by the presence of green factory certified firms within the
same region and industry. The conclusion remains valid after a series of robustness and endogeneity tests. Mo-
reover, the peer effects of green factory certificationon is stronger in the sample of large-scale firms, non-state-
owned firms, heavily polluting firms, and non-high-tech firms. Furthermore, the study indicates that, com-
pared to governance-oriented environmental protection investment, the effects of green factory certification have
a more pronounced promoting effect on prevention-based environmental protection investment. Finally, this
study discovers new evidence that green factory certification can promote firms’ green innovation performance
and regional environmental performance through peer effects. This study provides empirical evidence assessing
the effectiveness of green factory certification as a leading exemplar, and offers practical insights from the per-
spective of peer effects to encourage firms to achieve green transformation.

Key words: green factory certification; environmental protection investment; peer effects; green innovation;

green manufacturing



