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Abstract

187 listed companies are selected as the research objects in the information technology industry
that are listed on the Shanghai and Shenzhen A-shares, and conducts an empirical analysis of sam-
ple period from 2015 to 2019 to explore the relationship between the capital structure of listed
companies in the information technology industry in my country and corporate operating per-
formance. First, through factor analysis of 9 indicators in four aspects: profitability, solvency, op-
erating ability, and growth ability, the comprehensive performance value is obtained; then, the
panel data model is selected for regression analysis to obtain the capital structure and operating
performance. Finally, make relevant suggestions based on the results of empirical analysis. The
conclusions are drawn as follows through empirical analysis, the debt-to-asset ratio of listed com-
panies in the information technology industry in my country is negatively correlated with operat-
ing performance; the current debt ratio is negatively correlated with operating performance; op-
erating performance is positively correlated.
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1. 518

KLk, BEARGHESEESUNI KRR —EZRENIMEH RO, BARLGWRG G M B A
WA EG . EHHEFFMT, SWERLEWAR, HEEREBEER, £ EBE Lagm
WA EG . W, ERpRAEFEEREF, AT B A LE M EET /47 000k DA XU,
PTG

AR, REE BHEAN B A J& , %55 2l A 7= 2 (0 B e A AR V76 o & ) 5 72 T BRI AR .
RN MAT AR RN B R S . B XU s DA [l g Aol A RS ik 9% 55 5 AL i ¢ 2
R T SR 2 57 X AT ARRAE (R, AT 5L A SUE SR . Rk, 2565 B8R B S 155
A AT T 3535, R IREGE EHEAN EH AR B AREM SEESNR R, A BRI TR
SR LRTHAE SUS A A BB ISR
2. XHEHR RGBS
2.1. XEERR

1985 4, FilA| % Jg (Modigliani) FKE(Millen)#E it 7 MM Fig. fEZ JERIBEFiH, RO e, 1R
BRI . A5 AR EEI0 DL Y AT B TR SS M B AR AR AR 48 SR A O T B T IR
SERBEAR[1]. FEURERAS b, E BRI SO R A S ST, [ A A B AR A SR S

FEERH T LR 3 B,
1) BAGR G ML E S IEM KK K. Narinder Pal Singh 1 Mahima Bagga (2019)7#7 1
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2008~2017 4= Nifty 50 2 =] %dfs, i PURh EDEABIR AT 7041, 15 H TR AR S pe 2 I 1m) sz e ol 7 282 1) e
JIMEER[2]. 2= 5 (2019)%f FE 2007~2017 4F f5 i b1 A Bl 5 ok RGBT TS, R BA SR b B2 1E
A A iV 4K 3]

2) BRGNS MNAEE S AR i< R . Hajisaaid Alwalid Mohammad Saleh A. (2020) LA
2009~2018 “E ANV RERT R 8 FK M ERIEAAT BT IR 2 7] (0 55 B e AS, 050 R IR i A A 17 5t
o2 S MANF T A Gk M ER T [4]. =48 (2017)FI A BTl A Rl BdE 247 0, DAXES &S A4, 4518
FWI W7 2 [A) 22 SR [5].

3) WAL G &8 SR AR MM DS E R . Gaston Vedasto Mujwahuzi F1 Crispin John Mbogo
(2020)HF 7 1 2009~2018 4 7 ZNN T AR Y BE A G540 A0 TR SAMA - SIESS SRAT B BT A S5 A Fa RS
Al FIRE Sy HR bR B s s BAE S ERAS R B R 4518 [6]. #4#(2015)%) 2002~2013 4 [E 352 % L
72w HEAT AR T 0 A st A5 FH T AR 2] 5 A% A R R g 22 ) SCRE At T 777 , 45 BRI 5 S AR 2V AH 5[ 7]

gE LFTid, wT LUK IR P A 2R IR BEAR S MR Sk R LSS IR IE R 1F B 52 & — U458
AR Z 6], WFRRRSARAR. FE, KTE AN BT A R/ AR IFA 7850

2.2. HRRK

R [ P A1 273 B Y (R B A G54 5 A SRR AR BT A B =R, X BRI 2 ARy BT A 7] AT
BE— 2B (o BT I B AT TR o

1) Ffia] DU BIEABLNE T, &3 b fit, AR TR, ek iE. &5 &SR0,
T R L, ATRURBR I E B U A R AROR A RS, RT3 b i . J0rr R it 2
WU T AR FEIMIR &, 2EMHBARE, ERTAREEAR, SFBMFME, Xh
A TR IERIFHIRI . WERTILRRE, FHEEAR B A" BAR G iRk A s, Bea eI
WA SSALA s . WRAE B A oA, SR R

e 1. JEE BB BT AR B 7R 548 SUUEH K.

2) AT Loy i sh AN AR s S it Fsh T REAR T A RSP B e A R I, (HAGESE
JE IR 55 XS R 2 B2 38, AR T b SRR T (5 B BT AR B LLRsh sy, H
o PR, WO BRI KBS R e RLE, SR R

s 2. FREfE B HARNE BT A R s 5 R 5 28 SOk .

3) NE BB E RN, UNRARR RSS2, WS E SRR BB T BRI, I
AR FA RIS TCVE BT M A IS E AR I . A5 R BRI SR, A7 7E o EE 2 IR L
MBRPTNA, e T ARSI Z), et A RIS IR [8]. A5 BN i AR T+ KRB R
¥k 50%, MBS EAL ST, RERSIEARGI AR B, FRH Bt

s 3 FRE A B HANE B A 7] BT+ RBOR R L] 5 228 SR K

FERE T RAGSE AT eh, R RAIE L E P = MRBUR B2, IS I SCIEM RS 1R, SUafgliil
GAzeS AN EPSE AN

3. IR ER
3.1. BRI SHEERR

MRAEFHIE M 2T 7026, 1EH 2015~2019 FEAEY IR A I ETTHIE BER BT AR 9B FEREA . 1
ARBEEAE T FAEN ifind BHEEE. ERBREH ST *ST MARMBIEA RN ARG, BARET 187
FAG REARN BT AR, XILBIARL 548 SRR R RIEATHIT.
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32. WEIEF
321 WRREE

5 L& FIHE K T IRAFVE AT AT TS, SR SRt b SUREAT T . T ER B SUdEiRE 2
Jotk, B e, BARE A, BULAEFIRE S BEGRES D IS E BEI NI RE P IR 9 MR,
R AT R A SR G VR, BTSRRI 1 R

Table 1. Factor analysis index of listed companies in information technology industry
= 1 EREARV EHAREFIHER

s e ik [
2 R R 2

mARH 2z e TR
z, R R R

o z, it R L

ffiie z A% SV 1 0

o 2, iah v % L BT BV R

wERn e BN BT 7 B

ey 2 R % (BT FI B — SR 2 0 P R 2 0
Z, R CBIACK RS — ST B8 =) 01D

322 MBRTE

VEAGE M BA AL S A A AL S PN T 58 72 F i 3R A S DRI O 4 A i b, JLKCPRT L
RELA T A ERANE, KRR S A GOR A B ARSI bR . A T D AR A
BB RUR A i, 3 BB 5 f5f b SR R R S A B B, AT R AR 3 e B9 1 A IR 5 440 )
W AEbR . Wsh G5 L 3R IR AR 2 F) 56 A6 57 f3 AR A P e IR ) — A R I X, sl i L SR ik &
TR AR A A R e, TS RS it R, SR A TS E LS. IRBUEREE T, AR TR AR A
HAHZES], H5AFEREGRSEE MG, el m iR RE.

323 HHTE

N T AL 0 A E SRR, ERARR A R AR E RN K A ] L AEBR AN

AR AN FIRIF AN 8 E (I R B N B B I N BB s i A i, BRRRR I 2 fiis.

Table 2. Empirical analysis index system
= 2. TIESHIEIRER

AR AR EE A AR AR (s AR
el R A i Al % SZRGUE Y LA A 2
AL AV i Xy G5 B 7= R
R B et i RN = e X, TRBN BT 5H
AL S 1 B R IB AR5 e EL A Xs I KBRS A
N ERlLioNE e X4 (FEARENIIN — FERIENLIN)ERTEN N
Pt A BRALAF IR Xs 2019~ LA
PR WP SAS BN L Xs BERBNBBENL SN
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3.3. BT

KT BN GEE AV R, FIF SPSS 24.0 HAFEAT R 743 HT o
3.3.1. KMO #1 Bartlett FkFZ {656

Table 3. KMO and Bartlett sphericity test results
5% 3. KMO 70 Bartlett Bk #3845 R

KMO 7 L5 R A 56
KMO HUFE&E YIS 4. 0.619
TR R BROE BE A 55 b Sy 7140.214
H EE 36
ZEM 0.000

i FH KMO #11 Bartlett BRAZAS 56 2 Wi 2 5 3&E A AT R 72007, 24 KMO E KT 0.5 B, & & T i1
HAGIG 45 B2 3 Pron. M1 3 141, KMO i 0.619, SEVEHIRAM p N 0, Vi WIS s 2 Al 7R AE
RSB, T DABEIT IR T
3.32. 2BETFEW

IS BT TR B R T e R R, JERRGRHEE R T L T, A TR MR, HeRmk
4 FR o

Table 4. Total variance explained

T4 BRHERR

\ BIGEHFAIE B SR 7 A T B~y A

o Bt JiEU VA it JrEU I BH% ik JrEU I AL
1 2.863 31.815 31.815 2.863 31.815 31815 2746 30.513 30.513
2 2.291 25.452 57.267 2.291 25.452 57.267  1.967 21.859 52.372
3 1.599 17.771 75.038 1599 17.771 75038  1.923 21.365 73.737
4 1.025 11.385 86.423 1.025 11.385 86423  1.142 12.686 86.423
5 0.838 9.312 95.735
6 0.184 2.046 97.780
7 0.085 0.940 98.721
8 0.061 0.676 99.397
9 0.054 0.603 100.000

BT ERA L.
B 4 ATAL, FHEERT LA RFH 4 4N (F, Fo, Fa, Fo), XTETTZRTTRRZRIAH] | 86.423%, REWE
AR 9 THRFRI 5 S, I AR I AR FUA e br .

3.33. I EESHHEMITE
TRIE R 1570 ZBUERE, 155 4 MET(Fy, Fo, Fa, F)RIHE AR,
F, = 0.349Z, +0.361Z, +0.355Z, —0.020Z, —0.017Z, —0.008Z, +0.002Z, —0.075Z, —0.061Z, (1)
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F, =-0.019Z, —0.026Z, —0.002Z, +0.504Z, +0.503Z, +0.014Z, +0.068Z, —0.065Z, +0.108Z,  (2)
F, =0.010Z, - 0.017Z, —0.001Z, +0.040Z, +0.040Z, +0.506Z, + 0.521Z, — 0.062Z, + 0.045Z, ®)
F, =—0.056Z, —0.056Z, —0.028Z, +0.031Z, +0.009Z, —0.002Z, —0.013Z, +0.678Z, +0.682Z,  (4)
FEMEEA b, DA 707 Z 0T ONAE, AT AR AL SR a4 00 X
Y = (30.513%F, + 21.859%F, + 21.365%F, +12.686%F, ) /86.423% ®)
FEA N A ARV SR RT B B B o pridiat 545, 390 KT 0 AR SiRGm TAT 7K,
I FAT 7K

3.4. HARMGIT DR

FEREAT S BB BT A R AL M 5 A B R R T 20, S AR A KIS (AR S A Rt AT
wPEGE T, HaE R 5 Prs.

Table 5. Descriptive statistics
5. HiRgit

NEH e/ ME RRAE FHME Jj %

LZEGRY) 935 —22.7299 6.3521 0.9437 1.126

FPE U (X)) 935 0.03602 0.9484 0.3459 0.028

B 5 L (X) 935 0.3167 1.0000 0.8857 0.019

BT ORI R I EL A5 (Xa) 935 0.1790 0.9705 0.5336 0.020

EAL IS K (X,) 935 —0.7049 6.7843 0.2362 0.267

AL AFEBR (Xs) 935 6 34 18.56 24.840

WERARN A BN B (Xe) 935 0.0006 0.5749 0.1026 0.007
B RAZH(RI) 935

t7 5 WAL, FEAA RS RE R E—22.73~6.35 Z ], fEER KMITEEIE, IS E 50
T A R RAFE LR ZE BRI o A5 BEARMFE A 2 7] 58 7= 1 it % B B KA 94.84%, i /IME 3.60%,
Y{E 34.59%, VLA IZAT A AATEM SRR BN LB A =], AFTE B 5 A M R R I A ], (5 BEAR
ARG = AN . 5 B & A RIS 7 6t L2 i /IME 31.67%, FC RN 100%, “FIEN
88.57%, Ut I MNEEAR R AZAT W BN A5t /KPR A () o BT KIBR 35 I LU0 R BB 9 17.90%, 5K
fE49 97.05%, “FH4E N 53.36%, ] KIS BEAON & 2 7 AU A R -

4, EREERE S
4.1, BRSNS

B G aE Y 1AM MRE R, B AR K) Hsh s b 2R (X ) RIaT 1 KM 2R R I EL 1 (Xs)
VERNBEREAS &, 43 ik FARER A F AR E A K ZR (X))« AL R (Xs) AR IR AV R 35 N5
HIH R F8 N 80 o 8 IR BE (Xe) VE o il AR &, A7 T AR s 28 IRl A AR T

Y=o, + B, Ky +pg,i=12,N; t=12--T. (6)

A, P RARFEINAFE, AFNEN; t RRHELESE tF, HKAT, YRS i MAFES t £1
CERGUSA; ow AT HON; w ABEHLIRZIT; Xy RN S M RR RSB HAR RS | DNAAE tER1E;
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Bie 72 3 RREAR BN ) AR R ) R
42 BHELERSEKRE

{5 P Eviews 8.0 §fF ALTRCH 4 R HCH £ T TR
1) F i

o BT IR 2 5 T SR, DL R PR 6 7R 2 78
BB Hos = e SR TROR RSP A0 AR R (R R AR

Hys UL AR o /R IR (B9 T S BB

Table 6. F test result
6. FRIGHER

MR Giiti [ 1 e
Cross-section F 1.398842 (186,742) 0.0013
Cross-section Chi-square 281.050009 186 0.0000

W EHERE P <0.05, MAEL Hy, 52 Hi.

F LIRSS SRS 6 Pros, FARIGH) p {579 0.0013, /T 0.05, fHAEJFR B, BT LARGIZEE SLAMAR E 2
AR

2) H G )%

H A6 3 B ) i 7 127 3 7 3] 5 RN AR TR AL R MR

BRIV Hor MRS 5 R AR B A AR S (B A MR BEH LN ) o

Hye AN 55 ARE AR BT G (B 2R DA AR i S AR )

Table 7. H test result
7. H IR

00 A 4 A 4itE RIgirEB MEZRAE
Cross-section random 15.026423 6 0.0201

T AR P <0.05, WHE4LL HO, #:5Z H1.

WRHEE 7 7T, H IR p 68 0.0201, /~T 0.05, 7E 95%M) B A5 /AKCF FIR4aE s, BrblviiZik
AR E RN
ZRe PSRN H SIS RORE, NOZIERE AR 2 RN AR

4.3. B354

izl EViews 8.0 FAFx} 187 Z A5 BHAN 1T A #) 2015~2019 4EMEHREAT 4T, N T g R A
e, A SR ik GLS, BEALSE RN 8 AR

WRHEE 8 AlH, RPHIME N 0.898630, 1H%E/E R*MUME M 0.872400, MIALIERKLF. F St EMEN
34.25911, p {4 0.000000, /T 0.01, EPTE 19%1) & E MK T oA N EE . DW IIE N 2.179121, 1E
2 P, 1 B R BE AL R 22 TS AFAE FAE G

R¥EZ 8 FE—Lw 51, WEGBHEAN EHARRALENSEESHR R TRERUT .

1) BEFEAER(K): [ R $0-2.245032, H t Fiil&E/2-31.29561, AHC p {E/2 0.0000, iHA 557 it
RGN, FHREERE 1, REELE T REGEHEAN LHAR =76 5885300
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Table 8. Analysis of individual fixed effects model results
= 8. MIEEMMIEBILGER

A EINEER FH b2 tgiitE (RS

C 1.927936™" 0.233577 8.253953 0.0000

X1 —2.245032™" 0.071736 —31.29561 0.0000

X2 —0.829263™" 0.061769 -13.42526 0.0000

X3 0.313181™ 0.096374 3.249650 0.0012

X4 0.169044™" 0.017660 9.571886 0.0000

Xs —-0.041716™" 0.004332 -9.629538 0.0000

X 0.057363™" 0.012973 4.421916 0.0000

It gt &
R-squared 0.898630 Mean dependent var 4.911160
Adjusted R-squared 0.872400 S.D. dependent var 4.463310
S.E. of regression 0.890110 Sum squared resid 587.8837
F-statistic 34.25911™" Durbin-Watson stat 2.179121
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000

*****

SAERRTE 10% 5% 1%IKF R RE.

FHRIX — (%o

2) Msh PR (X,): [F)H & %0-0.829263, H t Giit & /2-13.42526, A=< p {H/2 0.0000, AN
it bR SEEGURAMIE. Bk, ik 2 $iEe, 82 TRERG B BT AR AR S
LB SR X — R .

3) A KRB ARFEELBI(Xs): A1) &% 0.313181, H t Giit &2 3.249650, #H5< p {E/2 0.0012, it
B AT+ KRR LB 548 GRUEM 5. Rk, W A2 3, BpEesz 7 REG BE AN LA F
W L 5 48 SR AR X — B k.

4.4. GRS

FEGA LTI, B DGR SR BN LR . AT R AN e, JRE S T
A LA SF AR I S, S EUE B 1T 2 R B R BT A TR DR b OB RR B SR AR >, BT
AV ZE BEA A SN T T 655 WASRAS . 3ok, QR 587 G TR IR 1 I A 55 ARG it i 55 KL AT 2%
i, AESRURM R, PIE BB E T2 7] 2 i d B ok fil 5% 10 A& bR 5%

FEGRUEE T T, sl 565 ELA A SO R R . 45 615 B BRI ah 1 TR MK B iR
R, T LU BZAT ML sh S 3 OR AR AR R KT B2 BRI BOK . A5 B BRI s sl B 45
Fewtr s TiH A, Uiah T BT REAR ok AT A 65055 1) E 2 e g A AR K AR S vk RS ANV 55 15 77,
HATIR Bl D T F AN BE B v Ak BT

FEBRLEE R TT T, AT KBRS I LB 0 Aok S RA7 AR IR R o OREF — € BB BE A A T4
BEEARMI R RIEZATABER, BB R B B AT I BT B, AR AR
A [ FEARAN Aol bR SRR 3R 1, AR TSR Tt

FiAh AR I R RONEAR R 25 SR AT R E MV I NI A BN S B e SN A9 2 a5kt Al
GUICH 1L, 123 7] BROLAE PRIV DA SR 50T o 28 7] B E NI ROBR R, A SR AR 2 15
Fiem. HIEREE TEERGEEREARWBMIN “+ =17 EORRMMATII, EEHE— RIECE
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SRR AR T ROL I 2 F PROE AR, R T 2 AR 1 24 ) T I ORI 2 1) 3E
T, RIS H IR HORGEHE BRI R REREE, — TR BRI S B 2 o Al
SKEAURIE, BHt, WA PN 3L PRI o il B E R

5. it 5#IL
5.1. 45ig

AR EME B AR Edi A B AT R, 32 SPSS 24.0 #fEX) 187 F{&E B A b A H]
2015~2019 4FIES: TLAEIREAR SR BEAT B T 0 i A A I SR 5 W 55 5030 IR LS BEARSG/ B3EAT 1811
M, BIERE T HE 2SRRI R. 1) WEE BB B A B R 5 A E SO R .
HEni 2 B AT S UM 55 UG K, 55 XS BRI G 0 — ELER I T S5 ATAT BT REA R HO R 2, A B
GRG0, AL SRUR MFER. FEEEHARN B A R GAEH 52 E SR UK. 2) LEEE
TR BT AR TS GERIE R T 89%, WKAE R, (AR KI5 AR, X Tl SEAL AR .
3) FEEEBAN BT AR FIRALEE ) 548 SRUE K. £E 2015~2019 JEL: LAE R, LE(E B A
b AR BRI, EAREEES, X RS RS R ITIARAE, (RERARS 52 AR
gE Mz, TSR

I AL, BEAE B AR BT 27 B SE K AR AN IR 5 SR IEDR, A
B BT AR PRI R DA SRR . %28 7] ZEREAE BT AR IR MG KA R 3271 H QiSRG 5801, SRR
ANIGRAR BRI ABASRE BB CIHT,  HER QUM SRAG WA R, et flk 228 STl g K X
HR,

5.2. MEREW

1) @& APER AR . FEE BERAT L 35% 78 A7 1 537 S it R A AR T e AT ML P 247K, Bl
TATARFAL A, (5 BB AR R AR EA R T IZAT A SR . SN s R f) I 55 AU
WSS KLAT BTt R MR I, & b S i i ®, Bk, A7 BLE SRR R,

2) EHPHRAE AR . SGIESRERY, Wish Sl bR A5 M BLAG 228 SO B, FEM 2 S i)
(. FEh Tt i g 2w W 55 IS AN 0, (AL, T DA 4 BRARIRLSh S ot L], die s KA d ot b sl
TIN5 AT 55 SR IR SE 1k

3) DAL G o« AL BN A~ ) ML /KT BRIl A BRBCREAR R SR, A A T s IR A8 1Y
IR, kTR T+ 5T

SE K
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