R e AR 2023 F5 1 A

BP9 IS M B R E AR
RABBAIE IS SR R BN

ZE 2590

(R TT REE IR )

W E R LTS BATHIRE AR AL S (BSG) REZLE A Z MM L &
BERH AR FRFEFENEEZ LA, KXAN& T A% ESG ﬁaﬁﬁ&ﬁéﬁf %zv
LT E) 69 F TR  RAEAR M AT 5 E A0 BSG X5 = 7 BB HIR PN
A A8 M B LA oA, B3R AR A iwfr?ti]‘%' %@mf«?}{t\#ﬁ%%
RBE AGTREERERBERE NN BB A A AN F 00120 7T
AT 48 B R A

BRSERE : L& ESG; T RM7 46 RAE S BB B L 5 = B

Hh & 43 #8958 : F590

Research on Environmental, Social, and Governance and
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Listed Gaming Companies in Macau
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Abstract: Environmental, social, and governance ( ESG) reports issued by listed companies
worldwide are the main tools for communication of economic, social, and environmental information
between enterprises and stakeholders. Local regulatory bodies (such as local governments and stock

exchanges) require listed companies to disclose ESG information in mandatory or voluntary practice.
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ESG issues vary across regions, industries and time. Listed companies choose to disclose ESG

information for different reasons. This paper introduces the recent development of the Hong Kong

ESG reporting standard, evaluates the importance of listed companies, climate - related financial

disclosures, and third - party assurance of ESG. It also conducts a preliminary analysis of the

disclosure status of the six major gaming companies in Macau, and makes corresponding

recommendations. This study is beneficial for urging gaming companies to improve the quality and

credibility of their environmental, social, and governance reports, enhancing the confidence of

investors and stakeholders, and promoting the sustainable development ability of gaming companies.

Key words: Listed gaming companies; ESG; importance evaluation; climate - related financial

disclosure; independent third- party verification; Macau
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T

S M BT A AT R BT A TR
( Environment, Social, and Governance, ESG)
et A BRI i A [ T A R A A
oM B 5 7 B E = T H (PWC,
2021) o A[FIHiLl |2 3 IR HEER ) ESG ik
BIEZES . BT AR ESG {5 2
J R, G el B4 Jim B
AR st R A S (KPMG, 2020) o

RFZ=A4 H B8 K ESG )Y B
T H i 39, — 28 4E BUM AR 2 M T ESG
A T8 F, R 4 BR R 5 B R A 4k ( The
Global Reporting Initiative, fi§j i GRI) B &
B 4Bk 7 47 41 4% ( The United Nation Global
Compact, fifj ff UNGC) . ISO 26000 € &
148/ 55 C Bk A2 92 fFH (Leung & You,
2023) o BEAL, At BB AR (L0 R AR
IFAC o ) B ESR BT 2w AR AR A B
48 ESG #4651, s i 5 A BB % BSG 1%
5. ( Leung, 2021 ) , IR 7558 55 Fr (IR
SEFT) A 2006 SEEE AT T A Bl A Al A
TREAEE T, BRI G B ( B ASHT) i

2008 FFHE A T BREEfE D ERTE Il A,
A B A iR EEOR B RS A mI AR R Z BT
NI G o /NI DN & o A S /N E
5 BESG 17 ., HoAth b7 2 =) J AT B B A
ESG 45 (Leung & You, 2023 )

AR F T2 W) ESG $ 85 5IK BB 7
FERIEHZE S B, FE SR YN TT 5, 75 USSR
YN TN By N o 2 S vy A RPN | =
TE 2019 4F (1) [ 5% A 58 e 56 27 28 ) T HE 44
W BFHEAC ) T E 47 K 2538 5 o Hh 4457
5527 A, ARIA S 22 SIS AR VU R A 5 BT Al
55 24 51 1B N 28 5 It ( Corporate Knights,
2019) o KAl Jr AR AR T s 58 oy Fir U AR
PZBIFE ESG b BR el E & i ESG #ily
f851, LA A i A |l ESG £ B, i
PR WS 28 5 T I 23K 5 /1 (Ng, et al.,
2023)

AT ST A F A K R b A
ZIREE wher KRR DL B AR A S
S 5 Z AR 8 DL S e Wt o, A AR B
PRI A3 B R Ak e A TR B iR B
FAAE 1, 38 05 2 R o AH B & 00 15
O, 45 S A TR AR e fig
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1 &Fi#f ESC REFEMNERIEN

¥ 4> 2 4t € 35 1T ( Corporate Social
Responsibility , CSR ) #z 15 19 %% & 7] L) 18 i
7] 1990 4FAL (Lynn,1992) . SR AE 20 i
090 4E0 R 21 ALY, FHs Bl ARl fE
ESG 5 UL B Pk % 25 £, HRZ P iz
(5 B, T3 3R 5 A9 4 % 70 (Chan &
Welford, 2005; Gao, et al., 2005)

2011 4% 12 J, & W6 28 ) Fiv st 468 ik 1Y
(B A& KA B A8 51) B M T 2B
at b SO oo R DI 2 A AR
LR BREE O R T At 2 B
W SRR S AR = A 3= B O« T2 B A g
THT, — R e N 2 DL R B o A AR B (Key
Performance Indictors, KPIs)

2016 4F 1 A, FEL H Frigul 17 (3
i AL KBRS 1) o BRI DU B
Sef 4 B S 2% T AT A B 5
CBLE = A g 1o ) A e SR (B 5/ \ M
1) o 7 1k 58 5y FIT i 3~ U R A i 1)
JARE Y 38) B 5 ST {18 i T 40— PR B e TN
UL L RS AR B (KPD) 1Y $ % ( HKEX,
2012; 2015) ,

2019 512 J, Fssc o i s 1
CIREE A& BRI 1E 7). AL, &

SPEAFRE” g FH A A e R Tl e B B ARk
FEAZE s A T 2 ) 0 ZE et 7 R 2 il
ESG B4 F 0, & s 1T 24 ) S il
ESG 5 WA ZHER 1 BB M L M A — 2L
P 48 2 D B SN R A R T e,
% )8 B IR R A A VB B, B s
5 oy I ST T A B o e 5 A ) 0 e D
ATA 48 £ (TCFD, 2017) . i& 48 & 5T 3R W
ESG #iti 85 & o7 ik 4 BRE R 5210 1
3 (HKEX, 2019) . s (IREg 4k ar J A4S
TR ) 1R 2 J A 2 £ U AR 35 25 A
BE A BHRE R SEBRE 4R 1, i B o
b H BT 323 1) CSR # 45 A BT A [
(Ng & Leung, 2020) .,

FH A M 75 R A #0776 58 5 BT |
T, 6T 75 38 ) JUT W 1 8 oKk, 45 K1
AAE 2017 AEBH AR ARAE A WS 58 5 P (B A% 4t
& LE R TE 5 1) AT ESG ##, H ke
N —FM G A T, &1 2
BLT 2017-2021 4F 875 K42 ESG {5
S TR A R B R

2 EWRAZEEMNGFMG

AR MR A R AL SRR R
AR RN 22—, B2 B2 v M) 2 AR B
FIA R B Ay S BRI B AR

Fz1 2017-2021 FBEMNKIELHE ESG/CSR/ATIFEZEERE

4y

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 &k
A
SR e \ \ v N N 5
B is B s N/A N/A v N N 3
R N/A N/A N/A N N 2
TR \ \ v Y Y 5
SV R V \ S N N 5
E=Y i N/A N/A N/A N N 2
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W % T % P ( Sustainability Accounting
Standards Board Framework, fjf5 SASB) #il
A B 5 T S 2 P R L A SRR
CEENET BBESTE LA 60 AR AR E R
P BB e wt A s, ol B 2 g w5 B )
TEE TG P RSBGPS
# B9 P 9K ( International Financial Reporting
Standards ,2018 ) o FA 725 #e & 7 14 & 515 2
BT ZLE PR e 2R TR L OE ( Garst, et al.,
2022) , BAER B2 0 APk B 758 5
S AR TR R B B ) R, ) e S RE
IE ERT & E S R sl T8 W19 % ( Fiandri-
no, et al., 2022) . EEMEE T MBS B
5 R I TR S PR, IR e P 2
(AESCHETVE S /AR NG )N 1 A e
FHE R SETR Bt A B S ) B, BT
HUI SR BB i 30 5 o R I P 5 TR IR, 002
A1 5 ] e R TR, 2 [ R 0 e S ke
N WY SE S ) Z FUBSEA (Ortar, 2016) o
AR, HE T M ME S i B B
B A5 B e S, A o R i 2
BRI AL LB R BN R FUEE Sk
ESG B, G bR M 4%1 7 I ( Greenwashing )
I T E B S A AT R A R
JE A ( Ruiz- Lozano, et al., 2022 ) , —2b 331
AIEREE A E AR S AR R & T
PEREAL 6 R , A5 BRI 18 SR LA T 474
B R PR YE (GRI ARME) (A RRAHE
AHHERIZE B HEZE (SASB HEZR) FI%E &
5 HE 22 ( < Integrated Reporting > #E 42 )
( Cerbone & Maroun, 2020; Consolandi, et al.,
2020; Alzate, et al., 2021) .,
PR R AR AR (GRI) 1R A 55 6
fhZ B A AT R i AR AR A

PR R S I e AR B B R 25 A
I8 2 R e ) e A ) 5 A L R
S5 Rk (E (B g 7 T AT L ] i 2
f{)5% 7 ( Whitehead, 2017 ) ., GRI J* 2013
EHEL T G4 15 R, PR AL P o A AH [ 4
g1, GRS ) B 25 AH B 2 R BA 1545 8 W
SKAHBA (GRI, 2013) . GRI 45 R 43 2% DU 3=
TOLER R — 2 Rl A R K Y BREE A
B SCERAH B R 1S R A I AT R A
IR 25 A0 B 5 L 8 R RIS A T I 44T 5
5 R Y RS IR AL
FAE TR AH B 2 A THE Y, R
BRI 5 A B B 2 M D ) AR e ] o
AT dE | LA AR A 1] i P I 3 2 ) 1) A 2
FME R K 55 =D R as 45 R, e 58 4
PRI 25 AH B 0 2P B R AR A T 437 5 56
VUL R AR AT , W5 I S W] e A it
AR R P AT, 7 A PR P Ao A 7 R P e
AL 1 N 45 R 2 AH BH 2 2 L D A DA K
WA RETE T — (R 45 2 th A BTk (GR,
2013) o FEEEPEFEAN AT IR A S R
P& 1 8 R RN 8 3 O v AL

F2 BHLT 2017-2021 S K
IREE g LA AR B Z VR i B
GO HA &V B A PR B 2 AR
O AR A P Bl i i B A T LA A R
HATE 2019 4E 4R El ESG #d © AR
7%, #2020 47 A 1 HilS, &S K45
BT BR 2 W (HKEX) B i F 1728 778
s il B % B B VEREAL . PP AW AC T BT A
i S5 AR s 5 il 36 T S R AG 2 4 5 | o
T FE HL e A 8 (HKEX, 2019) . 7E4:
BRATE N, HEAPEFAGTEARRFLE AT AR 2
H IR
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Fz2 2017-2021 FERMANKIELKEEEUFTHOER

4y

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 a5
L
SR N/A N/A J V J 5
T B 1 % Jr N/A N/A J N N 3
WRIEE N/A N/A J v 3 2
KA N/A N/A \ V V 5
&b A PR A J J J y J 5
Fm N/A N/A J V J 2

e 3 JEMWIT S KA 2021 AF4 5 T %
PEREAG IS DL, BREE G T 7 T (AL- A4) IR
PSRRI A TE A2 B U5 {8 P 2 B S o 22 4
B S8 T 5 | 4 S A AR ], (EZ P 75 R
A A4 S 3 A b BT R o SR AR W 58

Prda 5 | B ga B e , AE 2021 482, HHEAC S
B 45 RTA B2 7 (HKEX) B Afi 7728 A
WO ZEL Y 5 SR M e A AR ] ST, (EL 5 R 1
A SR S B i v i AR A B B T AE AL
B Gy (B1-B8) , PN KIAE B2

x3 BAAKES 2021 EHEEEEUEFENER
S R T R AL ERUEAL ek AaE
INE:31L7) M M L L H L M
A2 YEEfE M H M L H M H
A3 BRI KRR HEIR L-M M L L L-M L L-M
A4 RS L H L H L L L
Bl {4 M M H H L-M M M- H
B2 fit Bl 4e 4 M-H M H L H H H
B3 #%J& K35l M L H M M H H
B4 45 TR M L L L L-M H H
BS gAY M L-M M M M M M
B6 i AT H M H H H H H
B7 R &5 M H L H H L H
B8 A [f 45 ¥ M H M H L-M H H

ALK M- P H- 3 B 6 R E B RAB AT I B ENE e . FR SBT3 MEA TR 1

IR PSS NT TSP ST R

flt R B 22 4 | B3 E 8 KBl BT S £1{5 \B8
b If 45 22 T X A o R M S i 4 5
FERUE , AT LA S KRR B 05 R
B AL IR AR EA R [HRE R
FNRIEARAE BS I Gt A5 32 Y i o
IR ST 45 5| P ER BLAE , TN Rl i 3222
SER R TOR 2, B A RE G LA 35T LU A
7 T e D AN E A
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(Kim, et al., 2022) . H, tHEF4 M % 54
HEOE A s e EE s . A=+
AEAR, TR A BB RTR R T3P A ) —
SEALBR AR I T —4% LA 1 (Our World in
Data,2020) . 1R R 2 A HE B
[ % A T8 i SE Y T 2% A T 50 ik SR 54k
Jr AR SEAE H ( Todaro, et al., 2021) . 2k
TAEE SRR b, A A R AG Lo i R I T
ERAR R AP |, A 56 B | sk 1 A
BIR A S b 1) 0 R g 22 7 R 0 T
55 e B0 5 %8 M LA = 1k 5% ( TCFD,
2017) .

W% 4> il £ 25 B & ( Financial Stabili-
ty Board, & FSB) it 2015 4 D)\ B 24 &
(The Paris Agreement ) 2524 , i 7. T —1f
H AT 2 32 45 1 SR M AH B B S B iR AR A
( Task Force on Climate - Related Financial
Disclosures, i TCFD) LA 58 yii i b i f A1
IR e S A A A TR )R B . TCFD %
A 455 S A T IR S R IR i 2 A 1) e
B FIRE R ) B 5 2B SR M A B L B 3 22
3 A% WEEARY JE B R EC L B o R8T ( TCFD,
2017) o AL A DY KA LR  BUR I
T e R A 7 TR S 338 A 1) IR 5
SR 5 A IRs E AR 1) R W LA SR LR B s 4
T JERNIS A2 A1 6 i e AV e AR AL | D 28 37 119 ¢
AR IRE T 2 A 1) J L 5 T 35 o 2 36 PRI S e
S AR b A 26 i FRAH [ =2 R 355 I
PEA T JRU g 5 7258 T B A Y5 2 5 0 R
PEAR 2w RSB SR 3 A 1Y) B BE DL RO AR 3K
AR E 3 ( TCFD, 2017) o SR M 52 1k 7
SR ) BT e L oy o 3 P 5 B AR A il B, T
TR B b 24 BEE G A5 4 R
WA P KA O B 2R« RIIRE 174 4 PR iy BEL AR i

R , 15 L0 8 J K R 5 = 0
SRAGE TR, 2 6 = 3 1) SR A6 5 0 A 2R 11 JeEL
B, T4 TR SR M 32 I AR B = S B0 TR R T
ST EFF(TCFD, 2017 ) o S8 fi AH B A 5 3%
8 A R ARG DU AZ OB BIVR P B il
G505 L) S F5 0 H A% (TCFD, 2017) o 4
SEDRAN 0 S i sk A IR TE SR e i |
J B vl s R R A ER BT AT, T B
AR C B AR ), DA AT RRAT A
JREPE AR 1 7 X 3% & (TCFD, 2017) . {H
[l , SR A0 A 1] EV 5 40 5% A B it Al T Bl
22 PRHR, £ 355 6 S f S B 1) AR B B L T
TSR A 18] B 40 R T VR AL, DA B TR )
FPE 5% 2517 236 8 KR A e (O Dwyer &
Unerman, 2020 ) . 5 fi5 5 1k FH BH 4% 5 2 1>
SEAE U SR Ao 33 Ak 1) e 1 e A% v B T R 1)
W FURAIBB S A IO R: — 2
PEPR AR 48 IR A AR W] DA
A4 51 PERE A A PR AT T A B T 4
FRTAIHI , A0 A e 25 A B AR, —
SEAFAEREIR A o (s FH F AR AR R I 42
BRI , F BT RE VR (UK B g K 7 JJEL 4
SRR IR (a0 A, el KA R
S5) , LASCREARBRIRAE A A . = 2 2 L Al
RS o BH S B B m] R AT 1 2 O AR %, 2
FAEALE T B0 R S, T
A R R A e R A A R AL, SR AIK
WA TSR, PR Sy, HLBUR BLERAT |
AR Hi NS FIAE BRI AL AR A1 1 B T 3
AR RS . ORI E T, ) 2
8 A FERF A RS T AR T, ik o] e
TR Rl o | R R R A (R
i R THRCRE ARE Ak BB H 555 ) (TCFD,
2017) o A SETE SR RS A8 B BT PR Y 5
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W (AN RS |4 sz sl s il JEUse ) LA KSR
(T3 A UL SR SR SR N )
WABS IR L E A 5% % (TCFD, 2017) . &
B BT ORBE S WAL T AR SE T R
PSR AR B JRSG , 38 L g A T 5 28 A S 1)
AR R (AR ) Bl A i i R A e
AR (NG PE AL R EFIBORRERS)
FERLY , SRAGAHBH ) s A 2 — DBk
o TSN B B R 2 — o A
EAUSTE IR 58 by T35SI0 2015 AR 2K bl
) 48 L s SR R B A oA ESG A
B4 EE (Liu et al., 2019) ,31f H AU AL 5 [
A5 T A IR\ (HKEX) i 2019 48 58 ¢
AR B S 40 % e ) A BRBE AL SO R
H945 51 % # ( Hong Kong Exchanges and
Clearing Limited., 2021 ) , SR 1 , B VE & ik A

Hby b T 2w DA R T R b T R SR A
BB 5 0 SCRR B B 92 2 (Liu et al,
2019)

4 RIS KA 2 B 7E 2017 -
2021 4EY M8 37, ESG A 1 K SR fe B St
-, DA T i P A 5 i R A
Bk . VIO B, EEE AN A A,
TR R v b B R W) R0 56 5 A
B 7E 2017-2021 4 H)M 7. ESG $iuth 42 M
“HAET . A 2018 AR, BT A I R R Y
ESG # &5 1o Bt $2 B2 5@ o AR, A
TS A3, 0 W Pl e R 152 4% | 43 ol
i 2020 ALK 2021 A4 BIUR TE ESG # A
PR AT . R 2021 4E, TS R A
CL 4 HB7E M8 7. ESG 5 $2 F Mt B et
Fo

R4 2017-2021 FHEPASKIESEBRL ESC BEFEERIEFEFENIER

Ay
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 &35k

A
SRS N/A N/A N/A N/A y 1
BT R N/A \ \ \/ y 4
WP N/A N/A N/A v v 2
KR J J S y 5
SV PR RA R \ \ \ Xl Xl 5
Kt J J \ v V 5

2020 4F, F ik ESG 1851 Z BREZ 15 A1
T A4 R ApEsEL” Z A . 365 R
T 2017-2021 4FE N KIEATFE ESG Hidy
HiE e ESG 15 5| Z BRIG AR A4 - SR e 5
TR B . FHER 5 AT, ik B e Ji A )
FIACHIR 2 5] B 2019 4F BH G 17 5 4%
SEALIEE 5 2020 4F B T BRI AR 4R HoAth T
RIS G MBS RS . A 2021 45, 5% T
WIS ESG 1591, SR A O ff
HERIETEAE A4- RAEE AT TPEER .

HRAEF 6,2020 475 KA H H
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SR AR (4 V0 B BR 2 ) A58 i Al v
) B B IR SR Aok AR BRI s i R R
(TCFD) . 2021 4,47 PUZ A48 o B B AR
AT ] A 5 40 A e o S, ATt I %
JEAEAFFRAR 2 I SR A AT 9] o 5 45 8 A
(B AT B w0 AT, i R e
B Ui EURLERR . U0 P A IR FIAR
R PRV AT I S 5 4l s ek, e 17
G TR o B A P A 0 SR A6 A B
B, 1S A I R T 0 Y L o A
RO ELHEL R , 1A R SR AT B



£S5 2017-2021 FHEFAKIEATE ESG HEHIERN ESG 55| 2 BISHEE A4 -

RIREURIFER

4y

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 &8k

L
SR N/A N/A N/A N/A N 1
TR o N/A N/A \ Y v 4
R N/A N/A N/A V V 2
KL N/A N/A N v N 5
S RATE N/A N/A N/A N v 5
Fm N/A N/A N/A V J 5

R6 2017-2021 FHEFIANKERTE ESG HER K B RIKIERMH1FTER (TCFD) 155

=

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 &%k

A
ST 544 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0
T R N/A N/A N/A N/A V 1
PR N/A N/A N/A N/A v 1
TFI IR N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0
SV R N/A N/A N/A V V 2
E it N/A N/A N/A v v 2

13 ESG Rt /2 5 5 = J7 B2

4 ESCHIE=FERH

AR TR ESG ot o H 4
i, SR H AT SR K LR T AR G AR
LA & ) %E (O Dwyer, 2011) . HHi
W R A T YN S 55 58 5 B s il SR g
HA AT ESG i 5 = J7 B2, 5 i
BN TA T E M BERIAECR, b A w]
"L BEER SR ESG #2865 =7 B . i
TV 48— 1) [ %t [ 1 A Hb ESG
0 = R P R AR R IR 2 B BRI A |
A F I i) ESG 4 & A it & R 5850
A AL e BREE A5 B, BRI T 43¢ ESG )
HRRER . B ERIN LA F) ESG il
B =7 BEE ) ERART AR 5 08 S I A A B B, i
FZRELFISTHE BURGIE 2 = J7 BE A Y ESG
5 P A SRS — 7 SR A R T e, B
% R BH 5 At B L AT 5E 4% (Park & Brorson,
2005; Pflugrath, et al., 2011) .

ey A S 5% R o] N A A 3 e R
P, 5P ESG 4 B i 119 ' w2 15 e JRUED
PE RTREPE | VE R A o8 R R A U T
s (RAIE,2012) o 18 N AM 2L 2 i
FT5E 45 i, ESG #dt 19 5% = J7 B2 8 il 2
PRIST 5F = SN, SR N B AR AR I R
b i 1) BE AR o S SRS kA
AR ESG et 1 B ED M N ST S R A T
SRR I B =07 B R . BiAT
1) B A T I T A e — A, B A B
NS B A SR N A AE AR 22 5L
{145 ESG e B i e 5 KRB 7 B LA H =
J0 50 =7 BT R = AT S = e ST
o BB B I A B A 2 TG Y
S s R ST e AN SR A S BE SR
HEBIHE (O’ Dwyer & Owen, 2005) . 1M
HASEAE54% BSG W P WA R A R
SR FEBIE, DL B SR AR A A A
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(Jankalova, 2013 ) , BEiEiiE T B E X

A B e AN MEAAR 2 RSO, BT AR

G3H BT RIS A AT AR =0T B, H it

TR B . R, A SR AR ISR

Tﬁﬂ:\i_jéﬂﬁ ESG # 4, 28 BRI 1 A H
A% A AT ESG 55 = J7 Bt , (0083 1y 1l
s H 2 BB BT A% o

+ =R
:%l:l AR

)

A A EB T T UE ESG i e (14 5% J
M E T R | SR A B B
WP R FI ESG Z 5 = J5 BE R, Sl 3 [ oK
CIREAR A B B 5 15 D AT 00 2 A A i
PA_EATHT , AR SCHR I ZIEAF ST . R —,
AR S 2 VLT TR S 1A A T A 4 A2 {1
(BRI SE  AE  JLY TE E JRy CE FA)  HAA T
DU A BREE At e FER TR, M
REAL 3T, SR A A [ 1 85 B % Fl ESG 5 =
7 B i&ifﬁﬁmﬁﬁmmﬁ?ﬁﬁ/\mﬁ%
HERENELUERZ2EZH . B8
AT LIS BESG AH B A9 7 ¥ U6 fak i A
P& AH B P B SE A o 3T A SR A R B S
Pl 8 RILE IR S8 B0 S A 32 B A, 45 [
32 5 A, SR A R 9 B 5 i B A
il 2% B B R . R T SR A B 4 R L A
Yy Z2 e I ok 8 AL 2 30 A O 3 5 40 9 11
BhZ o B WM SR T 2 g
SRR LA = S R AR (Y K & SR
FHS T ) AR s B (A ESG 5 Bk
A REARTEE R ) T T 4 T s 4 B R (A
S HE TR kb 58 SR A AL R, AR 3 fin 4%
R g AR I A A SE A O A SE R
INE T AR EE RS T AR R A &, WA
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Z /b 1T A AR R AROICTE B = 7 B
2020 443K 250 F KM ET T A 71%
R4 2E1E 4T 758 =5 BSG s 43, M
I 22 100 Z8 8 KB4 2EH 51% Eﬁﬁ%L
17755 =J7 BSG W%, s A

BOMEVE LA MR 3-8 2 B ESG 42 1] 8L &R 43
W s (KPMG,2020) o

ARICRAFE— LR, B, Ry
SrHT TR /S R IEAS M 37 ESG et i AR
B TS S 2 TSR A B A B AN 4T
SRAGEAT B 10 5 Bk 5% A1 ESG 25 = J S 35 it
o ASRBYWFFT Iy ) R LR B HE S ol it

AOAR T ELAE A7 LA _E DO 5 T Bt 7S K 1
A 2 7 i L[] P A R s 52 BT A WA
BIEA TP o U, A SO BRI 75 K1
A, VA B ST 4 SR R R Y o A B
ESG FEEPE AL 23 BT | S0 AH ] 11 75 B %
G =07 SR B I o RARI ST Ty
) ] DA CRR [R) AT 4 AR O, AR T 1 A P o
KiHA ESG @A 2o Iefs, A H 2
il LA T DA ] S 1 Tk R A L B R P 1
32T+ ESG it i bl g B it o 5&%76}%
o PO R A A T B S S R

2 % X R
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