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FIGURES 12, 13, 14, 15,16, 17, 18,19, 20, 21, 22 and 23 from section 5. Results and

discussion
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Figure 12: Percentual evolution in the commitment and specificity of the companies’ total climate
disclosure.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 13: Proportional variation in the aggregated climate-disclosure volume, commitment, and
specificity level in the studied companies.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 14: Percentual evolution in the aggregated specificity level of the committed-classified companies’
climate disclosure.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 15: Proportional variation in the aggregated specificity level of the committed-classified
companies’ climate disclosure.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 16: Percentual evolution in the commitment and specificity of the companies’ opportunity-related
total climate disclosure.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 17: Percentual evolution in the aggregated specificity level of the opportunity-related committed-
classified companies’ climate disclosure.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 18: Percentual evolution in the commitment of the companies’ opportunity and risk-related total
climate disclosure.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 19: Aggregated total climate-disclosure volume comparison between ClimateBERT and fine-tuned
models for the studied-companies by year.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 20: Proportional variation of aggregated climate-disclosure volume, commitment, and specificity
level for the studied-companies with fine-tuned model.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 21: Comparison in proportional variation of aggregated commitment for studied- companies
between ClimateBERT and fine-tuned models.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 22: Percentual evolution in the sentiment representation of the companies' aggregated climate-
disclosure with the fine-tuned model.
Source: Authors’ own creation
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Figure 23: Percentual evolution in the TCFD-category representation in the companies' aggregated
climate-disclosure with the fine-tuned model.
Source: Authors’ own creation



