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Year N Mean SD p25 p50 p75 Min Max
2020 779 32.1194 10.0964 28 37 40 1 40
2021 860 25.9198 11.5252 17 28 37.5 1 39
2022 1080 31.4833 9.6916 28 37 38 1 38
2023 1427 32.0967 8.6363 31 36 37 1 37
2024 1463 32.7061 7.5400 34 36 36 1 36
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Variable N Mean p50 SD Min Max
CICC(%) 5609 7.8222 6.7776 4.2879 2.1261 25.4066
PEG(%) 5609 8.2435 7.3948 4.4088 1.1798 23.5392
MPEG(%) 5609 9.4741 8.4419 5.102 1.533 28.4208
Gordon(%) 5609 5.3333 3.9469 4.8586 0.1111 26.0824
OJ(%) 5609 8.6018 7.7316 4.3013 1.7096 24.4694
InDOR 5609 3.339 3.5835 0.5669 0 3.6889
InMKT 5609 23.3881 232518 0.9438 21.7185 26.3548
PB 5609 2.463 1.845 2.1248 0.3236 12.9639
LEVERAGE(%) 5609 45.5703 45.9413 18.5917 8.0482 86.3396
ROE(%) 5609 7.2388 6.6792 6.8002 -12.1582 28.2906
InPPE 5609 21.4145 21.3905 1.6755 16.5098 25.5812
RET(%) 5609 5.0041 -0.6745 33.8595 -49.8952 150.6961
VOLAT 5609 1.0899 0.9309 0.6722 0.2122 3.5213
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B PEG 0.7494 1
# MPEG 0.873 0.9568 1
i} Gordon 0.8812 0.4415 0.5832 1
oJ 0.9483 0.608 0.7574 0.8239 1



cicc 0.5147 0.3472 0.4094 0.4711 0.5172 1

4 PEG 0.2122 0.1968 0.1831 0.1773 0.2217 0.8688 1
i MPEG 0.3712 0.2776 0.3226 0.2931 0.3894 0.9572 0.9371 1
JB Gordon 0.661 0.3942 0.4723 0.7041 0.6318 0.8158 0.5168 0.6209 1
oJ 0.3771 0.2768 0.3229 0.3023 0.3964 0.9608 0.9358 0.9993 0.6308 1
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Changes in emissions

VARIABLES €)) 2
BrownxLow Z-score 0.0333
(0.2886)
NeutralxLow Z-score 0.0599**
(2.2115)
Green xLow Z-score 0.0744***

(3.1199)




BrownxACICC -1.3989

(-0.8574)
Neutral xACICC 0.0651
(0.2491)
Green xACICC 0.5821%*
(2.2462)
AN A [ E R Yes Yes
FEA R 14,530 8,182
R2 0.148 0.197
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