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Abstract

Economic policy uncertainty is one of the key factors that affect the stability of the macroeconomic
environment and has a significant impact on the operation and risk management strategies of the
banking industry. The article takes 100 banks in China as the research subjects, selects the time
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period from 2013 to 2022 as the sample interval, and uses the individual fixed effect model for em-
pirical analysis. Further, bootstraps are used for mediating effect analysis, moderating effect anal-
ysis, and heterogeneity analysis to verify the impact of economic policy uncertainty on banks’ risk-
taking. The results show that economic policy uncertainty significantly reduces the level of risk un-
dertaken by banks. When the economic policy uncertainty index of the United States is used to re-
place the explanatory variable, the results pass the stability test. Further analysis reveals that an
increase in economic policy uncertainty will lead to an increase in the perception index of monetary
policy by bank executives, thereby increasing the bankruptcy risk of banks. The development of green
finance will weaken the impact of economic policy uncertainty on banks’ risk-taking. Compared with
banks in the eastern and central regions, banks in the western region are more affected by economic
policy uncertainty. Finally, it is suggested that the country needs to vigorously develop green finance
and strengthen policy support for the western region.
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RGN EPRT 5 UL AL A E SRR G 2 5tk 1B . R EBUG X2
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DA Z 18] 1R 52 oy R <z R PR AT 5500 ™0, 3t — 2D N 1 R e B AN sE 1

AT DN EFXETFE RO, el R BENEM, B SRRk mThee, (27
LU A ROS FeRIFFSE R, X T — DN E XAt FoR AR E A AT BRI EE . s T g
AR, RTINS S X iR SRal P RS #R AR KOS AN P 2 U 25, ARAT XU A FE KP4
2 HRAT IS R B AE U AR A2 IO AR AR o AR LE T B, ARAT X B, USSR, AAHE R
s X TRFBHEZS, BITXSERG I E . S OTECR AT R B A A, M35 IR
Bk DI, B FEA TR B A E VEXT AT B RS A RO RE R, DRI T H A% B SRE X T [ R e 5F A
ERAHERE L.

2. XahsFd
2.1. XFERFBERAHEM

Gulen (2015) [1]%5:4 H 28 57 BUR AN 2 M A 20 57 32 (AT B2 10 24 Jag AROTER50E 75 1 FA) o R e DAL A B 1
FIANHE M, FEBE LB BOR AN & M A 35 % s B2 . Baker [2]%542 246 B4 40 2 i i it
SRR A K “ABT BT “AHEN” S SRR B S, B ORISR R SRS, AT
AR BN 3B R A SR A e M A Sk, BER R ARG AR, FREESE(2023) [3]
FTF Logit [A1U575 H £ 57 BUSREANHR E MESE N T Ak 4 R R IR i, 1 3 BH 25(2018) [4) R 2= 4R
(2022) [5]%553 MW 7T L5 B A 52 0T Al %8 A 5 440 R B A0 A b 4 e i R T, 48 SRR 2 T s
At LT 2 58U AR EE W iR DA B Atk A B AT M
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2.2. XFRITRBEEIE

B A 43 R 2 U TS 22 . A RATRE . RSN EE = E L& Z_score i & AR AT ARG 2K
0, FEARAT RS AR R 78 o, £ 55(2022) [6] N B BIARAT XK A H = 2 2 08 BUK . HEEMRJE .
FZRANRAT S P BESE D R o 530k, 050 3 W T ARAT AR 2R HE X Ao b A5 R % L A% R AN QT ) s
ik L% (2022) [71NNAERAT B XU A SRS ot Al Bt 2 R B B ARAE s S S T R
2340 4 il DA R BT 42 GRS R HEATIIF 9T, 250 45 (2024) [8] 2 5t 845 (2024) [9] 40 HIE S2 T e 4 (5 4%
SRR HEE AR I 3 PR R ML AR AT XU AR 4

2.3. ZFBRIHEMSRITREAIER LGS

T 5 %2.(2018) [10]5512 F “IR&xRtinak ” A “F 281K 7 LRI UE AR AT KU 2k 48 2 17 i BUkAL 3 3R
8, TSI BT MEUCR 2 3R SRAT AR RS . N ERE, S5 BURAN E M 32 B 5 R AT 15 5%
UL, BEARTE L F . BRI ESRIRM, TTREEE 55 (2012) 11125\ A 57 i B 3. [H AR AT IR A& 40 2 A
RO, BE A 52 bR FE KT B T A SR A 4 e A AR, ARAT 1R AU AR B e AT 52 T ERAT AR AR 1k 5
MANKTE , A B TR B 8RR 308 RS DA S A5 FH PP S5 2 0 ARAT 110 XU AR HHE s
BHF(2021) [12]55 N 52 5 BUR AN & PE IR, 2388 ik 38 4 DX 33 A Aol 1 XU 288 00 5 9 3l P s #50TR
SEURATBAR KB ACE BT, AR ARAT BRI 32 20 XU AR ) B

24. ESE. SFBERTHEN. RITXKAE

RE AV MG EETE. a6 SERREMRNSGEEMER, 515 8EERMSE>™
A, FEAER) IR SLIUROA W . BRPRT . SRR LB S EEORIE,  DURI AR G Rt T H $R 4t
TEH, BRARAD AR BT A, T4k R NSk SRR, Bh b @l %, Wmfe it R WA LR .

Ak s SRR AT KU A 5 TH OB 78 5, 38345 (2020) [13]34 T 35 ZKA4R4T 2011~2020 4E [ TH
B, AR e RS R R I, SRS DT YT R B OE PR IRERAT R, LR X R G BN RAT Y
oM ON 35 . T H1(2020) [14] 22 ¥555(2020) [15)8 1t 22 0 & 2 /3 8 (DID) W 78 R B, i ML ARAT T
JR LR S DY RERS 2 25 PR P ML ARAT 1 RS R HH KT, H G (5 DY IBUR BRI R D AR AT U AR FH K P R B A
RUSL 2 Wt A I [B] PR HEERS T IZ TG R . AR 2 2 B FU R W], B P BUR AN E P S 35 3R A i 4 (0 4 55 DA
KarttEae /), It HAEAEEA Bk b i 520 55 5B & . Jialu Wang (2024) [16]7E QVAR AR, 4
FE W 225 RO T TR AN 52 M 4 (0 SRR 307 AR B35 1 RE ), S 5FBUR A e M5l K ME R &
REHED) AT REEERRIR WU ) B8 24 L2, HESN SRR TR .

ZHFE UG EERBRB ORI E, B 7L HHRAT RS A A0 . AR 2013 423 2022
SEMRATEE, TR HARAT RS ARSR 1R/ DL R B S SR B, IR T BRIEUCR AN MR AT IR
AR, IR RS, DL SISkt 4 Al S iZ R B R ER
3. iR

— 7T, CABEFNHARAT A AR 4 H 2R 0 2 1 45 48 G BUR AN 8 PR AT IR AR P P A FE A .
Jde, MERE, TEAHE IR G, AT 2 MRS PG, AR A 35 L KR W41
WA, SUE RS E RO, R WEUTIMIIRERE, ®IEL T BURA € T2k
PR YK, BB T A SR AR E N, SREURSF R g, SRTTIg AR, RRAT )
77 RIS o B 75 75 (2024) [L71IA N ERAT S ARG 20 7 BSOS 1A 77 8 ARG B RS DRt dy, AR BUK HY & A
%, SUTIRIELE E N2, o ERES, PR A RO, RE AR R R
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MM B, AT EEHETIIRR T AU, BORI AR SR iR e o
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T R AR, I 2 HRAT SR 5K

HIdEFE R R 2. EBFECRAE M2 fd M BT 00 B I ECR R AL, IR SR AT B XU AR HH .

LUFBURAWENE LI, S5 2RO s G 135t Mt TG A s AL, &
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FIEDAR ) (kT — D i el SR e OB FE 098 S L) TP IRdth, E I Pt 4t ta bR ik
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DECTBG A BT RRARARAT & S 2 DR R AR 3 I BRUR E  BUR 28 I IR S G b SCRE R, AR
AT PR ER T H AR AEDTRI AR, DR IS ALAA) B Sios % E 000 H 1) PR s 7 5 5 AT i s 5 % 2 18 9 S T 3 RO A5 o

AR R 3: SR GREHIA R, 392 B BURANI E MR R AT KU A FH R S0

4. Rt
4.1, BEAFBIREARIR

ASCHEHL 2013~2022 SFARAT A LR T FEREAS,  BORVERRAT 32 2R 08 BT I R BRI o2 /49, B
PRSI BR AN BARAT MIBCRPEARAT;  IF FR B A2 5 A MIRAT 5 B%

Bl 1R A B A, Hh R AT B R DR R G R B Rk A, 0 BRR B R 4
HIFRBATANE . AHIEA 100 AT, £ 962 MREAKE, WIEEA . Bl Sl AR kAR
i1, RS Ediklsy, SR EAE LW,

42, BRGHRHR G

421 HRETE

FECAMAERFTE T, 5 P A XU 2K 8 B B FE A AT Z-score TRUMAIRZOMEE . KUK B8 72 L 28 DA R A BL B
SRS PIE T L M R e e e R AT, T RS I 7 LG R S B T ARAT B AR L R B A
LGB, R e T ARAT 6 v RS W 7= R AR P AR B, AT DA S B B ARAT 3 U AR R 1 FR b . S RLGEEK
ST ERAT VL R I OCHEAR bR, RO T I 4 KU 1 SR R SRR e, T AR AT 4 Sl I KU
H; Z-score 4RAT A7 R (i AR, B 45 A% e THATIMA S RE v BFIRE S UL S5 AT AR SL, Z-score
RRAG, 2 W HRAT T I 7 1) AR R T e P Z-score JU) Sz e 1 4RAT AR AR B - R . RSk
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42.3. {ZHITE
SREUEE P2 B (Insize) . 2 P INE R (ROA) AR T2 H(NPL). AU LL(CSB). 1757 L (InLDR)
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HRAT I 18 BRI SZ AR5 MPL & — e bR, T SR AT B B0 1) S MR FE AN T B Aok
P, HETH R MECEBZ BT RN, BERRET AT Sk, BT S I SRR A 24w
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Table 1. Construction of green finance indicators
%= 1. FEsrisirmE

—Jiiatn AR bR FHRAF S

2 SER N PRI E 5T 5t B MRIE A28 E R

ZRt P WEGG YR B 5 GDP L BTG Ren B 5 /GDP

Zrta ORI RS R TR RIS HE) FE L MBS R R IR B PR SN
i LRl KRR SO RAT BT 7 RAT B
REOSCHF VA EA SR SCH o B WA SO E DR S HH /I B R T S
e Zptadt g b G BTEITA B BT E

RO SR KRR L WA 5 RIBERUE 5 HEG U 5 IR R T 3958 5 S i

Table 2. Variable table
=2 TEXR

A Er R A B AR BERT HE
W R A Z-score Z-score
AT 5 2R AR E TR EPU2 HEHYETHE
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L InLDR
M2 3K 2 M2
LHFHEKR GDP
AR HRAT R B TR IR Fa 4L InMPI
WA St el GFI

4.2.6. bt

BRI RO . BOBEEALEE, B T A SON EE AR ZE AR R SR UL EE R 22 4, HR & T
PRIEZATLLELD, WA 3. UEMIA DUEUR AR LA T AR, Bl Josie, Wi EE. RE L BT BURAH E M8 2 £k
P K R A S, WIS AETTS, IRER L5 BURA 2 R B sUm bk, WA 1. B3R E
MG ETEA I T R, Hh A ERATE . BUASHG BRI E 2P BRI E R s 1 — N E R .

Table 3. Descriptive statistics
= 3. kgt

VarName Obs Mean SD Min Median Max
Z_score 958 4.82 111 1.54 4.74 10.50
EPU2 962 2.24 1.09 0.92 2.07 3.90
ROA 962 0.85 0.37 -0.58 0.84 3.62
CsSB 960 32.83 7.14 14.83 32.02 101.62
NPL 962 1.59 0.80 0.21 1.49 13.89
CAR 962 13.17 2.01 1.77 12.96 33.35
Insize 962 26.61 1.64 22.79 26.32 3131

InLDR 838 1.44 0.19 0.88 141 2.32
GDP 962 6.30 1.89 2.20 6.95 8.40
M2 962 10.58 2.00 8.10 10.10 13.60
InMPI 962 3.96 0.18 3.70 3.97 4.22
GFI 962 0.39 0.12 0.04 0.41 0.66

4.3, SCIEREG E
ZHECAI, K8 USRS 7 B 28 B BUR AN & 0 AT KUK AR T S0, 3 T2 80l
ARFAE 0 AR R S R a5 AR AT G (i) B A A [ 7 AR 2
Z _score = 3, + B EPU2+ g,Controls + o + u
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Figure 1. China’s economic policy uncertainty index

1. FEZFBERIHELEER

Z _score NGB R, EPU2 AL R, Controls NfEHIAE, o NERATAMAR &N,
w NBENLT R, ZAEAR, E N OCTE B, I I S MR R B IE R P 2 DR BUR AN E A
SN HRAT XU AR 7 A
5. SCIFEERS 5
5.1. EofEEIT

ASCAFH statal? KR THAE T, WA 4. EEAEMABHZZMHELT, B EZRECN 0.302,
G R BUR AN 5 AR AT KU AR 52 2 3 N 1E ;s AEINERAT 2 isH B B2 5, MRRAREN R
& 0.153, FENIANZE M AF & 5 A8 Rk 0.35, FZMmRUR N, Uil H Z WA EE . EHAb%

PEAARITEOUT, EPU2 & ETH—AN s, Z fEt4s BT 0.35 AL, WU ARIHKF R, AN NG
PR E LI LT 2 FRARARAT U A FH KT AT IR ARAT PO ™ XU, B La JoT

Table 4. Fixed effects
=4 EEMR

(1) Z_score (2) Z_score (3) Z_score
o0y aze) )
ey o
o o
NPL o a0y
i ey
Insize 0.141™ 0.135"
(6.45) (6.28)
i o
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g3k

0.157"

GDP (516)

0.025

M2 (0.89)

cons 4157 0.071 1373

(53.63) (0.09) (-1.43)

N 087 859 859
R? 0.086 0.150 0.183
F 94.167 22,564 22,308

t statistics in parentheses. "p < 0.1, *p < 0.05, *"p < 0.01.

FELTFECRAFE N ETHEL T, HUAT SBUT 2R Z RIE BAXR st — 29K, TR
FEamRras, WEgHRGTIONN . g/l 55 EOR PR AR R R XK, ARAT I I XU BEOR PRI
WS ARSI s SIANE G BURA T E IR _ BT 5 e Riiin s, MRATHARERE S BT, AW
AT AR R PEIORARIE B DR A, IR/ NG R, T B ARARAT BB U

5.2. @4

AR, B H R AR R AR P AR MR R, AR S 3R E A SR BUR A E R ECRI B T E
R G BURAT e RS, B4 RAEMAZEHZEEIHREZENIE, HRREMHE, SEBrgs
W—rE, W3 5. WA ESFEER E MEXT R AT KUK R FE S22 Fa i i, AAE A TR e jE,

Table 5. Robustness test
< 5. RREMRI

(1) Z_score (2) Z_score (3) Z_score
0.316™ 0.088 0.669"
EPU_US (5.54) (1.57) (6.12)
—0.414™ 0.355™
ROA (-5.17) (-2.60)
0.007 0.006
CcsB (1.38) (1.33)
0,207 0.252"
NPL (-5.30) (~4.59)
0.073" 0.046"
CAR (3.79) (2.50)
nsize 0.153" 0.130"
(7.00) (6.09)
0.390" 0.236
INLDR (1.53) (1.14)
0.248"
GDP (6.4
0,058
M2 (-3.07)
_cons 4310 0.233 ~1.341
N 958 834 834
R2 0.029 0.134 0.191
F 30726 19.976 23546

7E: tstatistics in parentheses "p < 0.1, “p <0.05, ““p<0.01.
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5.3. T HIM

M ZREA S R, WAL 6: LUFBURAHE NS B MBRIRZ I HUEM K, =0 It MBUE
ESZIRBIN RBONE, Z A TR, ARAT USRI BT, AT A DUE A Bootstrap vA I A A 2408 1)
WENE, FIWT PR YE 1 Bootstrap EAE X[, WIREGEXFAWE 0, MRRHX BN, 4
RSN AN A R B X A EEE 0, BB E LU BUR A 8 T ——4RAT K 18 M BURK
5 ——A4RAT KU AR 1A% AL . ARAT SO0 B BRI B B A SRR B gt fE IR EUORA
IR . LB BURAEME LT EWE IR B AR, AR BT R 6L T SR S A v
PRI B MBGHOR AL Eh 2 PR, SURAT = B A B, DUk, IR A, oxd e XU T H 1) 2 28 P
BTt ISR R A R, 2N R B R L], 3K BURAT IR LR v o

Table 6. Mediating effect
6. PN

Observed Bootstrap
coefficient Bias std. err. [95% conf. interval]
. . —0.1356251 —0.0164732 P)
_bs 1 0.07550725 0.0023113 0.03058413 0.130327 0.0055813 B0)
. 0.2599016 0.5620633 P)
_bs 2 0.41301744 0.0044362 0.07839068 02621804 05785092 B0)

5.4. WM

ASCHE AL AR T W R AR, SRR 2t &Rl 5 Z_score HUFRA, I RECR 2, 1WA
TRNAFAE, R, AEERTRN; A2 REOY LRI, SRRl A R 125 BORA I E I
X ERAT RS ARSI FEME , [z, TSI S91Z50E . o T A2 et 5 | AR B A 5 AR 2 ) 7= A ) v 2
SEAMEAER AR A T4 T ZE . S5 DRI ST, AT BLER RO AOR AT 2 1E .

ZERWE T Pw, ZHIRBAE P < 0.01 MK T RZF NG, BIgREili keI 125 BUk
AN E P RAT KU AR FE R, ARBE 8 JROL. — 5, SRR, SO SR L SRR T
IR, Zr R AHE 2R MRAT 2R T A S, B SRR FREL 0 H 0T XM 2 AL
G 2 B AT DL ARAT 6 R S AT ML BRBUR AL O BURE PRI/ 1 28 BRI AN A 38 P 0] AR AT B A XU
FISZIR . 3 — 5T, BUR 6 BOR BLSCREAMEE St SR A, BIansR BERECUa . 1 B Bk ZR ek
Bl M YA EOR A BOR G o X 8 S H I AT DA B ARAT A3 o (i Rl 55 (1 KU AR, TR D 1
ZoTF B AN 58 T RAT IR 5

55. FERMESH

W P FRARAT OVE M AT 23 28, BARAT /0“7 L Rl o CTEER T HUIX PARAT, EER. .
VAL X P2 0% R B PAFEZE R, BT & 1 X ARAT MRBAAE 2 57, o ST BRS04, A fEA
[Fi) 1 [X 22 5% BUR AN 8 T ARAT RS AR SR 52 . NSIESE KRG, TEREAH X, P H 70/
0.01 FI/NT 0.05, ZEGF U AN T AR AT IRV AR FH R 2 0 A2 S 35 1Y), L v 0 X (1 52 e KT AR i
X5 15 H A P A X AR L, 6 R X ARAT KU A 3B 52 e BF BUR AN e Mok, BB 210 25
£ P <0.01 (7K FRZFNIE, W& 8.

—J5 T, AFEHLIX 2 G 5 A R R I B e T e A 0 G 5 BUR AN E PR BUBE S . AR S X PR Ry
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Table 7. Moderating effect
= 7. ETHR

(1) Z_score (2) Z_score
0.3318"™ 0.3448"
EPU2 (0.0673) (0.0670)
o 0.2170 0.2870
(0.2981) (0.2970)
-0.3633™ -0.3326™
ROA (0.1183) (0.1180)
0.0075 0.0075
csB (0.0050) (0.0049)
-0.2785™ -0.2870™
NPL (0.0549) (0.0546)
0.0422" 0.0381™
CAR (0.0187) (0.0187)
nsize 0.1400" 0.1386™
(0.0225) (0.0223)
0.3448 0.3831"
InLDR (0.2116) (0.2106)
0.1473" 0.1485™
GDP (0.0292) (0.0290)
Vo 0.0202 -0.0280
(0.0282) (0.0282)
~2.5199™
21 (0.2547)
cons 15215 ~1.6161°
- (0.9695) (0.9641)
N 834 834
R? 0.1879 0.1976
VE: tstatistics in parentheses 'p < 0.1, “p<0.05, “p<0.01,
Table 8. Regional heterogeneity
=8 MXERM
(1) & @ (3) P
0.289" 0.421" 0.629"
EPU2 (3.73) (2.03) (3.25)
—0.435" ~0.0508 ~0.673
ROA (~1.70) (~0.11) (-1.21)
csB -0.0115 0.0337° 0.0393
(~1.03) (1.78) (1.24)
0.410™ 0.287" 0.181
NPL (-3.64) (~2.15) (-0.83)
0.0170 0.0985 -0.0076
CAR (0.48) (0.96) (~0.18)
i -0.0396 ~0.0804 0.0593
(-0.18) (-0.15) (0.12)
0.162 1.501° 0.524
INLDR (-0.44) (1.92) (-0.46)
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0.148"™ 0.156 0.183™
GDP (4.43) (1.63) 2.07)
2 -0.0376 0.0822 0.0971

(-1.11) (0.98) (1.25)
cons 6.067 -0.168 0.144
- (1.03) (-0.01) (0.01)
N 552 137 145
R? 0.399 0.202 0.360
Year NO NO NO
id YES YES YES

7E: tstatistics in parentheses "p < 0.1, “p <0.05, ““p<0.01.

LU RIER L Z R, BRI Z . MBECR, BT PR B s A — 2 M Re 1, Bt
e 1 T RS e e B e R RCERAT XURS AR PERE O A e, 07 RS T S AN 7 st X e T fee
AN 17 B MR SE SR R b S R, SR B R B R WA DR RN E VR A B RS R, ARAT N B T A K
NEME M IEFREE ) S BEAT B AR, DARRRA ROEEER . 5 —J7 i, %3t DX AR m0RF 805R S i 23 A
T3 S5 2 32 A 7T 5 B0 [ 3l DX O AN 7 M B S MR FE AN ] o AE PG AL DX, BURF AT BE 2 BE AR
il € BUR R B0 K e AT B AT IR 1), 25 BURANH E M B bR, X TR R EUHARAT RGTE N
BT BUORARS), IR TIRF4EE, BARE Bk, AT I XS AR SE AT H .

6. HIRSEW
6.1. &g

AT CABIT, 25T BERA I E MR iR A2 BT 7 O RAT KU RSB R 2, DL 100
FAAT AW TN R, 1EHL 2013 ££ 3 2022 SR I R) X 8], 30 FH A [ ROnEAs R kAT SIIE 7
i35 ] bootstraps it ™ RN 23T« TR0 AR SR A 0T o AR R RRAT P RSN 2 ML 10 A AR B ) 1
DU, GUFBCEABEIER BT, EXRRKEHRT, N T7EDmk, TR SR E R,
FHERAT A AR AR AH KT BRAR . 8 58 B 22 5F BUR AN E ME IR B0 o A ik AT R AR 0, 45 2R
REFEONIE, BIAAEN YRR . ASOEERAT XA 0 MBCRRAAR L M IIE, 25 BURAH
SEVER BT PR e BRI R 8, Wi R AT RS e B AT ORI, (A HRAT S AR H Z [T B, D
AT RS ARE BT S o G B et ™ i 22 FEAL USSR SE 2RI A, RIS 7% . X HAR
P8 L R P L X, 0 X1 52 i 5 SR B T

6.2. HXEIL

B, fedtax i kg . BUF AT LA ) g SORF ot el R I BCR AL, A g2 fEmtli i
B WAL LTSk Rl A G o TR B,  DURS| B2 R AN SIS H , et e E 7 Ik 2%
AR R, ARG RIETEM . X218 B T 0 ok Rl iy s BRI AZ e 1k, TRk 4R AT 32 21
LT BUR BB R AT REVE -

HR, BURF BN 2 5F BOR M T B . i fRJE R Ak 8822 572 5 3 e B UK (1 & B AT 7T
IRIRCR, Rl X RAT 8 2 N B IR, S w0 BURA S O BUEYE, T RLRRE iz ], e PR
SRAS W8 1 51 R (8 T 39 A0 ARG AR A 0 o X B 5 B % A SRE AN VA8 5 2K, 1 A AR TR A IR U

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2024.1341850 6119 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2024.1341850

Y ARA)

Hb =

Mo HBNTR] BERIREM .

e B SN RO P4 A X AR AT I BOR AN 5 SRF . PO X 858 R R BONTE IR, N RIHRAT(H

PERESRAE . A BB B w55 U, 7 22 E K BUT 515 515 B A Ao PE AR s DCHEAT 558, 39 hni%
M DXCHRAT BOAGE P, BRI RS ABOA A%

SE

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]
(7]
(8]
(9]

[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]

[14]
[18]

[16]
[17]

[18]
[19]

[20]

Gulen, H. and lon, M. (2015) Policy Uncertainty and Corporate Investment. Review of Financial Studies, 29, 523-564.
https://doi.org/10.1093/rfs/hhv050

Baker, S.R., Bloom, N. and Davis, S.J. (2016) Measuring Economic Policy Uncertainty. The Quarterly Journal of Eco-
nomics, 131, 1593-1636. https://doi.org/10.1093/gje/qjw024

TR, AR, WHE. SUFEORAE S AR B I —— 5 T A b 8] F) SR s 1 EL B o6 R[], R E
TkZE 35, 2023(6): 137-155.

FHIM, sRkE 2, WRR. S5 EURAE S Ik BEAR G 2 A U SRRAT AR [I]. Hh I Tk £ 5F, 2018(12):
134-151.

AR, R, EEE, A S5 BCEAEES A EFHCHE]. BRI, 2022, 38(1): 77-89, 143, 90-
101.

Fz, T, BN RUFBERAHE T ERAT KBS A g2 [J]. s 4R, 2022(7): 41-53.

TRH, INFTE. B, BT ES RS RIS VB 2R J]. MBS, 2022(10): 58-65.

i, A-pReR. SRS DR R ARAT RS AR R B A D] /ML R S R, 2024(8): 32-34.

S GUHE, RV, SRR RES B ARAT UG AR 4E 82— — 3£ T 4RAT L SRRl A F 10 2 ] DID 58 [0]. 4
T L, 2024, 41(5): 64-74.

WEZE, S04, BRUTA. 35T R8I 1) 0% R AR AT KRS K PH S208 o) UE 03], & #t , 2018, 34(8): 55-
66.

VLR, BREME. TRMBOK. ST B AR S XA [)]. &Rt 2012(4): 1-16.

BT, A, X5, 5 BURAH e MU 50 p L ARAT RS ——5t Ak 48 I8 f AR 3 (0], T E Tk s
¥F, 2021(8): 133-151.

TR, HETT, BRIEE. SEGEH00DIART KSR 1 f2m K HB R A —— 5 T R G E T ARIT AR
ARG HBERAT[I]. AR T 22B 5%4R, 2024, 39(3): 55-63, 72.

FHL LROAEPEBCRN O ARAT KIS A 52 R 7T [D]: [l #A0 5C]. KRig: RALMEA K, 2023,

35(75)12%, WK, T—0g, GaERhE e 5 R ARAT RS A YLEE . FEE 5 SHERF T[] £Rha B0 7T, 2022,
37(4): 143-160.

Wang, J., Mishra, S., Sharif, A. and Chen, H. (2024) Dynamic Spillover Connectedness among Green Finance and Policy
Uncertainty: Evidence from QVAR Network Approach. Energy Economics, 131, Article ID: 107330.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2024.107330

T, Ggil. SUFBORMAHE M-S BARIT MBS AIA[]. 2 PHITE S bt 54, 2024, 26(2): 71-77.

sk, Tk, IR HECR L T 0 AR R IET SO R D] S5 sh4, 2011(10): 103-107.

SR, AR BRI BRI S BT KU R $H —— 2 T o [ ATl Y SRR 9E(2000-2010) [J]. £ 5F T,
2012, 47(5): 31-44.

XIHET, . 4R T 25 & B R R AL SR ——k B P E 272 MR T A RIER[]. #%
B9, 2024, 40(7): 37-52.

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2024.1341850 6120 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2024.1341850
https://doi.org/10.1093/rfs/hhv050
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjw024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2024.107330

	经济政策不确定性对银行风险承担的影响研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	The Impact of Economic Policy Uncertainty on Bank Risk-Taking
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 文献综述
	2.1. 关于经济政策不确定性
	2.2. 关于银行风险承担
	2.3. 经济政策不确定性与银行风险承担及其传导机制
	2.4. 绿色金融、经济政策不确定性、银行风险承担

	3. 理论假设
	4. 研究设计
	4.1. 样本和数据来源
	4.2. 变量设计和描述性统计
	4.2.1. 被解释变量
	4.2.2. 解释变量
	4.2.3. 控制变量
	4.2.4. 中介变量
	4.2.5. 调节变量
	4.2.6. 描述性统计

	4.3. 实证模型设定

	5. 实证结果与分析
	5.1. 基准回归
	5.2. 稳健性检验
	5.3. 中介效应
	5.4. 调节效应
	5.5. 异质性分析

	6. 结论与建议
	6.1. 结论
	6.2. 相关建议

	参考文献

