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Abstract

This paper takes listed manufacturing enterprises from 2011 to 2021 as the research object, and stud-
ies the impact of traditional financial availability on the total factor productivity of enterprises from
the perspective of financial geographical structure. At the same time, digital finance is introduced to
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explore the relationship between traditional finance and digital finance. The empirical results show
that: first, the improvement of the availability of traditional finance can significantly improve the total
factor productivity of enterprises, which is mainly achieved by reducing financing costs and alleviating
financing constraints. Second, in the heterogeneity test, the six major state-owned banks have a
stronger role in promoting the total factor productivity of enterprises. The availability of traditional
resources has a stronger effect on the total factor productivity of enterprises in the state-owned or east-
ernregions. Third, digital finance can also promote the improvement of enterprise total factor produc-
tivity and play a complementary role with traditional finance. Fourth, in areas with a low level of de-
velopment of traditional finance, digital finance has a stronger promoting role; In regions with a low
level of digital financial development, traditional finance plays a stronger role in promoting it. The con-
clusions of this paper provide development enlightenment for the structural imbalance of credit re-
sources and the high quality of enterprises.
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1. 5|8

I, Hat T “NOZR” RESFIuER K, [HEE N DS RsceE,  CNHaR” Hk, E
LoV IR AR T R o B 0 4 S el YR TR R A 5, 12 KA R B AR i R TR I
EXSRENR . BRUR. PREESE A S Som [ H 2R, I RGP A G B, U R R AR A H 75 51k
gz i FEE AN SE T UK R B 2023 A rb g i A S i BRI v o R R R I EE L
r R A R B bR, Rk & I E S ZAE S, RIS S5 R P
KAZH . M2 R (TFP) 2 M B AR RIS IR, RE LU Al i & R H 105 T B
HA B R R A A as 52 50 R 1 e 3 (R AN 227, 2016) [1]. Ak E R
A, H TFP [ R %L i s 5 R R R g . BORBED MEIHTACTGE 1k TFP 1R, PIE R
FRFEEIERN, WIRTEBT S XE DL R AL RFER B TR, R B ORAMB R G ISRy, ik iTRE
ARHA) S Rl BT e HOR R M RBE (SR IR 48, 2020) (2]

e 2 T ik TR A St e A T SR R SR, PR IR A R AR . BT, SRR
Gz L RMAT R R EAESE, 2020) 3], EREIRI B H TR AT VRN S e RAT
ICRAF VTR, ol DSBS BE R ZHbL B G RRMT8RAT,  (HARAT /& R 1 KU
PREGTAR, AV TP Frab AT EoRB D . QIR S8 AT v H & s U, Al R I i iR B AR AT A
FEIRTR S o[RS SR AT CE B A3 (8] Al L AOAN 1T, HHA S ARG RHET, (AR BN |
M B A BI(FFASE, 2019) [4]. UL L, I G Rb R R BOOTE A R Z) T Ak . R R
BORFE GRS R, HAET et AL, Br-eiEsh K REET AT E, 2018) [5]. 7 E
Rl B A R B 2 M, TR T AR SRR SR, AR S e g B K by, BE AR AT REAT B
WY AN 20 Rl 5 . B Sl — R LRAN T IA R e AL, PR BT A . T
AT IRIE (B AASE, 2020) [6], $RMEREBIRCE, SARIRAAIRIE BAXHR, Jvdlk i vt SR us i Bkie, &
Al 4R TFP AR H 5% St el R B 2 AR
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BEAT SCHRAIT 70 <5 ik B3 0 mT 451k 22 A AR Ll i 30 i  PEE A, A2t X < i 58 0 R AR P A B (P e 55
2017) [7], {HBFFENS GO, R A A BE A, ANl T ) — 39T, {E B BE SR HI A < it B2
FAAEECRZESR:, PRI DA < 0 SR AR B A B Al RS BT T A A i 22 o A SCBLA g o, SR FTRT
82~ A5 90 | PN ARAT X B P A R ) A G e T A HE A B P R S o [N K R A
TEVEE, RGHESEPIAME ST AT L R

ARSCAREMIIABRTTHR N : 35—, AR SO E R MRS M R, TEFRIR By 8 T &Rk X ik TFP
FIBE TR A, S o0k TEP S2ma KR AR AL . 58—, @i S AN i, 3= ol s BF B UE R,
SEFFRD H S5 Gt 4l TFP 2T . (&St Rlid TRatithr, o iR 8 Sy & g Rt
#hTE, RIS IR AL G AR AR, BETIRS b AR o AN SO A Gt e R AN K e R [ IR 55 SR 22 B 4R
PESEUESCRE, DuHEsh s bR R AR R 7 -

2. Bitoth5RigiEt
2.1. SRIMIBSEH). ESGERMAISYSEd TFP XR

FRIE ) 4 i AR G5 1 B2 DAR M ARAT A, R MR AT 1 M 2 18] 40 A7 AR AR b5 1 4 i b 3 45 4y
(BEPRFESE, 2020) [2], EHEETIRM &0 SKHUEC E BIHLIX L AT MRk

DRI Ay 8 6] 4 ik 7% 90508 X33 I8 50 1 8% P A i B 2 R MV ARAT S 0 AT R I AR AR, BR 1) 7 4 75 6 7 Hh 2
7] b B S A AR 1 (Klagge FIT Martin, 2005) [8], M 4 Al A8 & H 1 117 3% BE BRI AZ ) BRI TN (Por-
teous, 1999) [9]. FRATR MV AT BT RT, FFAT I OL AR HEAT H 2 s TR, 7 M3 08 4 (s A A% 0L
Rk, ARAT AT ) T BT T s g Aok, sl SRR DR S B AR . i BL B AT, A P RE SR 4
R IEAM IR T B &8RO EHEY, RN 2 HSERATIE R R m . A2 (a6 5 45 A Bh T
BAT S RIAcin G 58, ARITRAT TR “HEE” , B s A, i oo s ben
ArREME . R ARAT S AR M B B SRl R S5 AT 2 A A, A A R I R AE YR 55 IR SR T SR
JIT AP AE S (8] PR B AL 5 BARAT N s B B e | HAE SRR TP . SRAT M b 7 38 % 40 SR, ffiAl
W58 AR N BT EL & RSB IE IN, ARAT SRR IR AR AR AR AR, 1 BARAT RS 5Y
FIE, M TH LA GE 3R A

TR AT 25 B B, 0 TFP & m L E K RMBI IR . RSN SE 3k, HAe%
RAPER MR m AT R RUAT] D AL s E AR A A1H 1) 7 & T TFP, Rtk TFP $& 7+ % 4>
MR B, S RIET PRI, 2 N0 BT G0 2 Ak 9% 4 75 SR I, A A SR A I A
Pro W THARBEDRGIH & % & 57 R E RIS MR St . fE3E, ST LLARAT AARE M
FemhB o E . G, Al TFP R4 A 8T S S T A PR3 T . A% G0 Gl ] 13- e 22 fif b i B 24
W, NI 85 < e 7, A Al L K (9 30 1 0 DR T i 7R A AR PRI 5 N IO B s e g i i 3 il
TFP KR TR 72L&, 2011) [10]. FET ER0Hr, $2H R 1.

H1: A& m 191 138 m Be fe ik A\ A B A P S (AR T, e Iok 4 A ik % 240 SRRV PR ik %8 R A 7
AN BESI .
22. B ERIFISME.,. BFEERS N TFP

H 2011 FELCK, $rame R EAREPOERE, X958 THER SRS A A E, PUBUR O #
R G A A B AR O (AR SE, 2019) [4]. Rl MR ASOA . 2k it 7 Ul i 3 b oK
NEL HERT S, FE SR IR & oRIRGR RS, 2022)[11]. [N, B4t g RSHE g 4 mhid ik
—EMr, MIBRENAL i 4 Ak 22 BB (CEIE T A BkHk, 2021) [12], HESEFALSEE, DUk Hl A
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TSRS G AR R RERE), RMER SR . LRSI TSR KR T
7t 42 > F¥(Haddad F1 Hornuf, 2019) [13]+ £ Rl IR SCRF(ZRUEFI ERRIR, 2019) [14]. HEAH B S Rr(FRIESE,
2020) [15]F1 4R SR SCRF(E RS, 2021) [16]. EUEIERE b, Bordmh “ &7 5 4am, wifegi4m
Xof Y R AR, LA s A PR A MR GE R AS, 2023) [17], 83 App BLEEX & P BHAHEAT SRR S,
AL G5 4 A DAk (9 X3, 36 &bk &5 1B TV . R SR R R B AT G SR SR, A
REe B RUE S S R(EEESE, 2021) [16]. $07 S MR AME S S b 2 B IG RN, 9B armh ik — 2 Bkl
B e B E KR AR S, SEaEm IS, WinaGmgtes, #—DRRRE sk, e
REMEE. SASKIAREN TS, AR THITEARGH AP 5K, A0l aex H 25 i
PR, IEHECE FIR(F SRR, 2012 (18] H3535%%, 2021 [19]), MRt ik 4 B A5
EeFt. i, WremSEREme RFAETINCR, RAMEREME AT,

5 G RlR TR & 25 i 36, AR AR IR S A B SRR . (R, B TR Gua et il 7 R IT
BCFRFEA PR, Iz 0k RS AN AP i (0 ZE SR, A6 L T02: 5E A VU BC Ak AT TFP & FF I3 & 75 5K, (HEr
SRhEE N [ S HF ARBTG5 A AFITEC SR gs, AR &s . thih, BrEmirk
R AL GE 4 Rl R R T IR ZIM AR S, Gl “HOR N7 R SRS N S AL G 4 LA (Fuster
etal,2019[20]; FWPEREE, 2020 [21]). fESEAAFLE(S B AT RRIAEE, TEcr it I 11X — X
@ (Lin et al., 2013 [22]; Huang et al., 2018 [23]), [FAIH;EAL G SRS, BEARILEFIGE 77 (FRE 51
ATTMG K, 2014) [24], fEHBATEFAER, TS AL S 4RIk 55 Rk, AN 2 ol 5E - TFP 15t
&R, HIRFAREILARACE. Hil, RESHX SR EKFSEREMELKFRERDN, %54
Rl M Gl S, RZINR e AR G Rl R FE 7K v R A LA I 1) 4 i itk R i AT R B R TR
Sehib b, Ber e SRR R, AR IERSRT L TFP A . R, & aflAErsEAR, %
W4 VI T R0 i 5 AR, HLRE N S SRt S @ B P NI . B e ih B BV, TG G4
RIRT ARV ) RS A A RS, N A RE R RS2 P R I SR R S, (R
IR FTF LR AT, SRR 2:

H2: HFERfEm et rshsa, LR TR A = RN T

3. BimiiEAFARET
3.1. #IEIRAR

ASCUL A Bl BT A RO FEREA, A SCEHE R H CSMAR #dis P2 (B 3L 2 VF ATk R AT &
4t% . iz STATA17.0 3K BT A R I A —EF2EE NG kmy Skm. 10km. 15km. 20km. 30
km. 100 km)JHRAT I S8R . DL 2011~2021 G0 FCAERE, W3R it 1T 40 R AL, 193] 15629 4%k

3.2. TAEHAA

3.2.1. W EERE 2 (TFP)

X2 S AL A B AR PR AR 7120 OP VAR LP 3k, R A3k 9 b 7 vk B A i A v A 00 14 8 A i
RHENAME. ASCRH LP %, BN OP R ER TR — AR, MHEMmalA =%, BANEME;
LP LA AR EURE 5, — @ R MR N A . AR SCSH B 2855(2019) 25 FIFR4E455(2019) [26]
s 77 20, BRENVIN = Y [EDE B EHEA B K L L NS 3 ) Ly WS St A4 52 57 5%
TAFHIIL G AN M, DL RS S ECEL AR

3.2.2. G &RAFT S 1% (Finance)
RS EERFELZE(2020) [2]00M0%, HEASHRITRMELES, PL3km. 5km. 10km. 15km.
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20km. 30km. 100 km NZHRI7A2, ATHETE A AL AERAT N A, DU AR Sk 814 4t
SR, BRAN, DRI AN RIS BARAT BTt R IS 22 5, ASCHE— D Gt 1N KARAT AR AR AT
I AT TR Al 4 B E A P AR RS

3.2.3. EHITEE

ARSI AR B AR RS bR(Leverage), M HE = 7fi%; FFIFEFR(ROA), kST =1L
g A (Scale), ST B IR EL AR AR (Growth), Mk FENLSSIEK R, M aERe
(Age); FBUMET (Ownership), fMVET AEA I ; EHSHE(Ind), ML EF AN AR L
WHIZRWMF), EEBHSE LSRN,

3.3. ERNGT
AW FAS SR IR A S A & R A P R, AR Em .

TFP, = a, + o;Bank,, + ZaControlsit +1Ind; + Year, + Firm, +¢, (1)

Forp TFP, Al A B A = R B AL &, Bank, NG &l vl 1SR &, 4330 3km. Skm.
10km. 15km. 20km. 30 km. 100 km 12 [ N #2470 £ #E ( Bank3, « Bank5, « Bank10, . Bankl5,
Bank20, . Bank30, . Bank100,)i#f{7/% & . Controls, WIF /Rl . R, BRG] T 47 w80
(Ind) FIAFE03 ] 72 BN (Year), &, WK%
4. SCUES R
4.1. E RIS

AL LAY — 58 AR A RAT W S R AR R T . TR R RERE T, SEEREAS
[F], ZXPRF45(2020) [2]48 HAE 3 km. 5 km. 10 km 4250 Bl N A% G G Rl T 45 140 Al A 2 2 e s 5k
iR 55 (2021) [27]48 H 35 km Z AMEG G R AT AYEE AR 226115(2022) [28)F8 A T X4 it
K, WRKBGI MR AL G TSR R, SRR AEN A, BT E%Emma, &
kS 3kmy Skm. 10km. 15km. 20km. 30km. 100 km 20 EFATHI R, HikFmEEE#HTE
BRI AL

Table 1. The availability of credit resources and the TFP of enterprises under different radii

= 1. FRFETEREZRAFMES A TFP

(1)3 km (2)5km  (3)10km  (4)15km  (5)20km  (6)30km  (7) 100 km

Finance 0.025*** 0.027*** 0.042%*** 0.049*** 0.052%*** 0.060*** 0.092***
(6.87) (7.06) (9.44) (10.83) (11.93) (14.01) (17.57)
Leverage 0.472%*%* 0.472%** 0.472%*%* 0.473%*%* 0.476%** 0.478*** 0.482%**
(9.95) (10.07) (10.04) (10.06) (10.14) (10.21) (10.52)
ROA 1.361*** 1.348%** 1.343%%* 1.340%** 1.340%** 1.346%** 1.339%**
(4.39) (4.39) (4.36) (4.36) (4.36) (4.39) (4.45)
Scale 0.539%** 0.539%** 0.537%** 0.537%** 0.538%** 0.538%** 0.538%%**
(54.54) (54.69) (54.28) (54.75) (55.13) (55.72) (58.20)
—0.000 —0.000 —0.000 —0.000 —0.000 —0.000 —0.000
Growth
(-0.41) (-0.45) (-0.57) (-0.58) (-0.57) (-0.53) (-0.35)
Age 0.001 0.001* 0.001%** 0.002%* 0.002%* 0.002%* 0.001**
(1.58) (1.87) (1.99) (2.14) (2.26) (2.34) (1.99)
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. 0.018* 0.019* 0.017* 0.020** 0.023** 0.030%** 0.056***
Ownership
(1.89) (1.95) (1.75) (2.03) (2.35) (3.02) (5.74)
Ind —0.135%** —0.132%** —0.127%** =0.122%**  —(, 118%** —0.117%** —0.112%**
n
(-5.16) (-5.14) (-4.97) (-4.77) (—4.62) (—4.56) (-4.35)
MF —1.354%** —1.381%** —1.395%** —1.397***  —],394%** —1.385%** —1.347***
(—3.45) (—3.46) (-3.47) (—3.48) (—3.48) (-3.49) (-3.49)
3.017%** 2.96]1*** 2.857*** 2.752%%* 2.681*** 2.59] #** 2.209%**
Constant
(10.87) (10.77) (10.56) (10.28) (10.06) (9.70) (7.68)
AT Ml ] 7 R vE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
S ] RN Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 15,260 15,619 15,619 15,619 15,619 15,619 15,619
R-squared 0.741 0.738 0.740 0.740 0.741 0.741 0.743

e i, sk, 25 RIRIRIE 1% 5% 10%1) 2K

L1 AT, Ak — e AR AL S el 1T S TRP ¥F B o, HBEE L AE Ry K
HAZ M ORI . A 30 km F 100 km 1% 55 4 @ v 151 K152 ) R 250098 W 38 LB K, b 2P A2 Rl it
KATREFBORREM ;s R, BARBEN, HAKHPNFEE. WA EBREFAR X% E 30 km JEEN,
Ho 5 km £ 10 km B0 REBL R, U0 IITE AR50 B AL G & il T A5 VX Ak TFP B A8 %
R, 4 0.02. TERCEAE b, ARSCEEL 10 km 4276 B N 1SR BCEL 1R 9 (5 BF B8 nl 1947 1 i & e
Fro £E 10 km A2EH N AE GE TR AT 14T OS2I R BN 0.043, 1E 1%HIKF T 23, FrifEZN 13.73.

4.2. REMRESAE 4@

4.2.1. FEEMRIT

SRR TFP Il B FSREX LP 2, AT R A Dy — LAy BB A5 6 1) s 00 7 o 225 SR s A bt o i B 48 £i
AV TFP (Rl BE T A7 R A 46 o ook, FRIERAT R AR Z , B B & 1 Th REAN T R Ik 55 A7 A2 22 57
T A FL B R AR S R BEAFAE 2 57 o DRI AR S8 W 4 B 1% A5 DY T A MR I S R LA B0 2 S o [
INKATFIRIARAT, AT TR @ A 56 . ILAE 2 WI AN, BITERUR a4 AT B2 R &S N IE, HAE 1%K
PR, UE TR R A g R B AR A

Table2. Robustness test

2. MR

(1) NKEAT 2) BRAT (3) TFPOLS (4) TFPFE
) 0.034%** 0.029%** 0.024%%* 0.020%%**
Finance
(8.30) (7.21) (5.57) (4.52)
0.470%** 0.465%%* 0.510%%* 0.525%%*
Leverage
(10.05) (9.96) (10.93) (11.22)
1.34] %% 1.309%#* 1.223 %% 1.206%**
ROA
(4.37) (4.29) (3.99) (3.92)
0.539%%* 0.541%%* 0.6627%%* 0.701%%*
Scale
(55.11) (56.86) (67.64) (71.34)
-0.000 -0.000 —0.000* —0.000%**
Growth
(-0.42) (-0.32) (-1.69) (-2.13)
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B3k
0.002%%* 0.001* 0.001** 0.001**
Age (2.01) (1.73) (2.06) (2.06)
0.019%* 0.033%** 0.030%** 0.035%**
Ownership
(1.99) (3.22) (3.31) (3.86)
—0.129%** —0.138%** —0.099%** —0.089%**
Ind (=5.00) (-5.24) (-4.19) (-3.82)
—1.383%** —1.352%** —1.503%** —1.532%**
ME (-3.47) (-3.48) (-3.67) (=3.71)
Constant 2.893%** 2.960%** 2.695%** 2.491***
(10.63) (10.72) (10.19) (9.41)
FEA [ 7 R Yes Yes Yes Yes
A7 [ 7 R Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 15,613 15,233 15,619 15,619
R-squared 0.739 0.738 0.825 0.841

e e, sk *5RIRIRIE 1%, 5% 10%H) 2K

4.2.2. REM

SRR Al v Ak 1t 3L 384 2 A% 8 46 i P 45k LA AT BT B A A2 1 A AR )@, SR [ ) vh
AR IR AS B A N AR M I R R R b, I TRAS SR N A . A SCRAAR I B 4RAT 1 B
FLEE B A CHASE:, PUONRBIE R E T VP RESRAF ML SRS IR 0008, eER BBk, L prae skt
e GBI B IR, b TR E S OB E F RIS, B A EARAT M s B A R Bk T 54
Al ARV TFP A 22 520 H R 1 W9 5iAf JRy, Wl Jo R B 3 — T AR B 2 A AR I K

Table3. Endogeneity test
3. NEMRE

(1) ZE—HrE Q) FWE
—0.536%**
THAE
(—21.19)
. 0.035*
Finance
(1.72)
—0.004 0.472%**
Leverage
(=0.03) (7.02)
0.080 1.344%**
ROA
(0.36) (4.19)
0.103*** 0.538***
Scale
(4.02) (38.01)
0.001** —0.000
Growth
(2.33) (—0.45)
0.004 0.002
Age
(0.88) (0.88)
. 0.221%** 0.019
Ownership
(3.86) (0.87)
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R
-0.221 —0.129**
Ind
(-1.48) (-2.32)
0.865%** —1.387***
MF
(3.82) (—3.41)
4.653%** 2.879%**
Constant
4.77) (7.03)
A7 ] R RN Yes Yes
A7 b [ 58 RN Yes Yes
Observations 15,619 15,619
R-squared 0.248 0.740

e s, wk, #RIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%H2 K.

FZ3INMATEDZEEREIAZER, HFEOF T ERERMAEE 54 10 km 4275 E N S ppL

MR B R E TR R, HiEds TRARERLR, mEQIIMAEEERHAMARL L, BfEgse
RTT A3 X Al TFP 7 7E 2 2 R

4.3. RERMESHT

4.3.1. ETRITRBERSH

R ABR T CAEAT 7N RAT 5 R MARAT X B B A% 4t e Rl n] 45 56 Aolk TRP S R 22 57 - 28 (1)~(3)
HURTHL: TRAEEARTEELE 3kmy 5km iEJE 10 km, PLEA N KEATHIGECO L O R ER, 45 R/E
WA Gt e R AT A5 ik TRP RS2 R 25 0915, HEEE ARV (K, sema g BEsm. R, LAk
BATHU BN DR AR R, g5 FR AL TFP IEZmIM 5 km FFER R VIE, HEHHRITIY
Wi 73K T g ML ERAT -

Table 4. Regression results for bank type differences

4. RITRBEREIALER

EHRAT AR T
(1 (2) (3) 4) (5) (6)
0.022%** 0.015%**
Bank 3
(6.47) (3.33)
0.022%** 0.01 9%
Bank 5
(6.08) (4.75)
0.034%** 0.029 %%
Bank 10
(8.30) (7.21)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Controls Yes
A7 Ml [ 2 R vE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
A7y ] RN Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 14,772 15,491 15,613 13,680 14,739 15,233
R-squared 0.741 0.738 0.739 0.740 0.738 0.738
VE: Frpeer, k) x5 RIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%H R Z K P

52 P B S5 SN KAT B B 5E e 0B , Tl A R A DR A ORI BN RARAT 5 T R AR AT
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NI 48 R T S A 3 A ERAT W R, DA% S rTAS RSN, X Aol TRP A fedE 1 i 4
e EARATHEANT B L2EUC, HM S RESE, At T EARITEEEE S, B EAG R
0 B8 M N B e ik Ak TP f 92 v o

4.3.2. BT WS RERD I

%5 HR TG BEBHIR A AP A AR E A VR 2 R . BRI B AR AR AR T A UL
M7 LR, AERERIRGUN T EA . KA, AR« N A e A 5 R 85, 32 i BEL A 4
WRRE. HEEZRATA: £E 3 kmy 5 km 1 10 km “BRVEE A, EHRERATSMEXNEA . JEEA L
TFP fiedb {F I 8% o s ORI, A& Gl rT 43 0T AT 4l TRP R BER 558 BARIRR 250K
I 10 km VBB, Z Aol I ARAT W B AR I S, B Rk TFP $2&5 0.055, TR EA 4
Ak TEP A4 i 0.026. ULBAAE BAT RG0S M EA kb, AR TS IEXS 5 TFP M2t 1F i = W
By FE— SRR EAEHIE G R AT A3 PR Ak TRP B2 bR T2 th TS SRR IR B AP AR S i I ok, 5
e A Al B 25 SRS 50 TFP BRI — 2.

Table 5. Regression results of differences in the nature of enterprise property rights

5. el AR REREYILER

1 JeE 1>
(D 2) 3) 4) Q) (6)
0.0427%** 0.016%**
Bank 3
(8.75) (4.05)
0.044*** 0.017***
Bank 5
9.14) (3.89)
0.052%** 0.031***
Bank 10
(9.97) (5.99)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Controls Yes
AT M [ 7 RN Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
SR [ 2 RN Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 4,091 4,168 4,168 11,169 11,451 11,451
R-squared 0.820 0.819 0.819 0.706 0.702 0.703

e e, sk *5RIRIRIE 1%, 5% 10%H) 2K

43.3. ETHRXEZFERSH

Al A% G5 e R T A4 DL A o s ik FA) R < R LA 0 O i i, O/ INE — B R B2 B i
DERIREN o FRIFDREBEA XS 2R s PEHR, = AN XIMEGF RN ZESR, REadrkgmT P
i, FRERER T PUEE. K 6 Sk ARG R TR ER AR .y PuE Al TFP MR, H(D)~Q)FIF I f%
Gt e Rl ] A XS ASHR A R AR Aolk TRP A7 AR R 2 e db AR T, BN R B/ A 3 T . ORI X 22
PERAE, ARG R NA SIHE BORGUHSETT i G a s, E e AE 0T R IREE = E & TFP. H1(3)51
FIH: AEPUES, ARGl A VEXS ok TFP (e b E A . PUsBHLIX 22 57 R AT ARRT AR, 723
RENA TS TAREIX, B0 —E 2R BRI TFP K.
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Table 6. Regression results of regional economic differences

F* 6. WMXAFEREIFLR

(1) =3 (2) i (3) T
0.056%** 0.032%** —0.004
Bank 10
(10.69) (4.40) (-0.39)
Controls Yes Yes Yes
A7 Ml ] 5 R Yes Yes Yes
APy ] 5 RURE Yes Yes Yes
Observations 11,114 2,520 1,985
R-squared 0.754 0.795 0.742

e s, wk #5RIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%H2 K.

4.4. {EAMBIHELE

Al TFP $& A i T HR D, BRMED TR R % & 3R, bk TFP ffem w2 2 i %
G AR FEAL G G b ] A3 2 75 PR A B T 2 o), (R 3E 3L TFP. DA SA Fa Uiy S mh i 200,
R R I il 2 A AR s AL I 45 9% T S E I N 2 e i Bl B AR . 7R DR ERE 1, K R ) SR
VAR i LA o A R TR IR SRR R B A RS R, H S SRR IR R
25
44.1. MBEAA

T NIRRT ERAHU R [RS8 5, £ G5 Gl v 5 XU R T o A R v i 5 AR A A A7 L S
VEF, (BN o i % AR Aol FrA) i % e A ST 1 FH 58 . 2 Al A T i gt BRAR B0, A5 B BRI T 75
AT T4 o B B i R B IS 0 A B BAS, BT (233 TFP (19425

Table 7. Regression results of the financing cost mechanism

7. RABEARANHIEYIER

(1) &Rk (2) fRpiAs (3) @A
—0.004** —0.001* —0.003*
Bank 10
(-2.24) (-1.90) (-1.73)
Controls Yes Yes Yes
A7 L ] 5 BB Yes Yes Yes
SR [ TE RN Yes Yes Yes
Observations 15,628 8,001 7,627
R-squared 0.299 0.226 0.449

e FRrfries, sk, 5 RIRIRIE 1% 5% 10%1) 2 E K.

44.2. BBELER

P8 R L AHLE I RS R . K Rk B L AR A AT RIS AT AR AR R BT 2 R AL
A, ERARE T LR AMREA, 4G it v 19V 5 mr X g Aol R 200K . (AR T =200, R4
AN I EIE SR, 1&g nT SR SR MR A R 200, Bk TFP (385 .
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Table 8. Regression results of financing constraint mechanism

8. BBRLARHBIEVILER

(1) &FEAR (2) IRZIH (3) LR
Bank 10 —0.005*** —0.005%** —0.004***
(-7.33) (—4.74) (—5.80)
Controls Yes Yes Yes
A7 M [ 72 Rz Yes Yes Yes
A I T KR Yes Yes Yes
Observations 15,628 7,818 7,810
R-squared 0.878 0.581 0.866

e i, sk, * 5 RIRIRIE 1%, 5% 10%1) 2 E K.

5. —H o

BEE N TR RE. XHEE. K¥dlE. SRS EORNE R, el S bR 1R 4t 7 2,
By R NEET A 87 it 4l TP 4 it A 4 AR o ST, AR 58 i 5 87 ik e i X
MR 5577 REETTHAFAEZE 5, AR SCER I I E Ak TFP $2 i B2 iR S RO F S P 2 (S HLAE

5.1. HFERRER

TG, HUECT SR AL TFP BRI . I03E 9A Fos, B SR AR R NEIREL B T4
ZAMESRA Y TFP BIfAAE B (b ], B3 BOE A R AR e b . ik, Wi r &ty
fegt xRl TFP (IRZI. W14k OB Fiow, HUv &l 5 gt ik TEP [52ma w20 IE, £ 70 fr 4
L, By e RO R, WST eSS e R R Rtk TFP, HAESiE
RIS SRR E . HK, R Er Rt S SRR IO AR . JE R BN 3 1958 IR HAN R R BY
B K. W4 oC PR, “HKZHIREIINIE, HAE 10%/KF N 23, WEEE SRS L5
RIFAE AR R

Table 9. The difference between the role of digital finance and traditional finance

=9 BremStaemERER

(1) DIF (2) Breath (3) Depth (4) Digital
B 4 0.082%%* (7.27) 0.079%%* (7.97) 0.113%*%* (8.03) 0.015* (1.92)
A Observations 15,619 15,618 15,619 15,616
R-squared 0.738 0.738 0.739 0.737
74 r 0.063%** (5.23) 0.058%** (5.44) 0.099*** (6.63) 0.008 (0.95)
& 45 45 il 0.039%*%* (8.45) 0.039%** (8.36) 0.039%** (8.44) 0.042%*% (9.23)
Observations 15,619 15,618 15,619 15,616
R-squared 0.740 0.740 0.741 0.740
B4 0.150%** (3.56) 0.126%** (3.07) 0.177%** (4.05) 0.103%%* (3.53)
Hr-&hih x Hr-4mt 0.018%* (2.24) 0.014* (1.76) 0.016%* (2.03) 0.019%** (3.46)
C 1R 58 4 il 0.133%%* (3.21) 0.113%%* (2.70) 0.121%%* (3.01) 0.143*** (4.91)
Observations 15,619 15,618 15,619 15,616
R-squared 0.740 0.740 0.741 0.740
T R, s xS RIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%1 R Z K.
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5.2. @A RKEHRRYE

FE G5 4 il 5507 b il TRP SR E A« BSCIE B FEEAN R, (EUIERE 1, R4
A RO HEAT L ARKRI A, P IE BANC R A 10 AIA: FEAE GG R KR X,
BTt R AT AR TFP R HEE SR ERCT it R AR HIX, A% G xRl n] 155 4ol TFP
PREAE K. M EREE R —DiE st T 8 M EAME, &l S0 b 7e, 1 S8 ar ik fe ik
1Mk TFP 3 5

Tablel0. The level of financial development affects the difference

F10. EMERKFEMER

1550 4 il T4
1) 1< ) &= (3) 1k 4) &
e 0.06] *** 0.056%** 0.002 0.295%**
7 s
(5.32) 2.75) (0.13) (3.76)
B 0.044%%** 0.047%** 0.046%** 0.0327%**
1458 45 il
(8.01) (5.12) (7.59) (5.26)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes
S A7 ] R RN Yes Yes Yes Yes
AT M [ 7 RN Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 7,801 7,818 7,822 7,797
R-squared 0.768 0.756 0.728 0.752

e s, wk #RIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%H2 2K

6. EHREEW

ARSCFIA 2011~2021 4F F i dE s AE AT S R, RIT 1L G & mhn] 13 6T £l 4 B3 A 7= 5 1)
SN, (RIS AT e RN FU s, B 8L g S S B SR A TR Tk SRS RERW: 25—,
PG G Rl PTASPESRE i BE 0 35 P bk A B A R, B PRI B A . R R B 2 AR AR S I
B R BPER R, A FSRRARAT ek e BR A R A 2 R, EA N RARAT R il 42
R R i, AR GBI T A X [ A Al 4 B A P AR R A S s SR SR USRS
ARFR I DX AL A R A P R AR B E T S 5 S =, BT R et 2SR A R RS, Y
G ERAFETAMEM; 500, fEAESERARACTHBARIIL, Boreitrfedt (i E R, £ 7
RR FEE KT BRI X, A% Gt <k 1 e it A FH B B

A TEGE R NGRS ARG, B ik E AR R LT RN, B, EEASRERMRS
KA, EEERATE . BURFRIN O SR ISR A, 51 3 AR e Rk S5 A RE , $ i el
M55 2%, & AT RGRIRAN, RSB . R X TR e AT /N, R T A A
RIS, AR BRI ST B T IR A, Aolb B S8 77 (MR T 5 B2 5. S8, sy
ERLEUH, HESERBHECR e . G R T e R A O e, ST B RN S5 ) 2 e VR RIME R,
NAMERBETEINZ el AMVEAG I SRl S RIR S . SR =, SRRl BURIR S A F LRI RCR . A R
B CPTARUEAL” BB, BURARIE VR RGO, Dy HSR AR RR, TSR AN R 4l
AR, B0, Bt emt SECr e R R . BUFRARYE SO ORI, 1R At A& KRS

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2024.1412350 3139 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2024.1412350

(WB{C

FFo AEBRUR RACHBURM X, SEE MR, B IR LG emA R, e KPR,
KOS ik, Mg e 587 EMItFERS TRES, —HMLAh 5.
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