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Abstract

Against the backdrop of the digital economy, the Financial Shared Service Center (FSSC) is regarded
as a critical foundation for corporate digital transformation. Nevertheless, high transformation
costs and complex organizational frictions in practice have made its actual economic consequences
highly controversial. Taking China’s A-share listed companies as research samples, this paper em-
pirically examines the real impact of financial shared services on firm performance and its micro-
mechanisms. The findings show that, overall, the implementation of financial shared services does
not significantly improve corporate performance in the current period. Mechanism tests indicate
that massive system investment and staff resettlement costs in the early stage of digital transfor-
mation lead to a sharp rise in the corporate period expense ratio, plunging enterprises into obvious
transformation pains. Further lag-effect tests reveal that, owing to difficulties in in-depth business-
finance integration and organizational frictions, such efficiency losses present an intertemporal
drag feature, resulting in a typical IT productivity paradox for firms within one to two years after
implementation. In addition, heterogeneity analysis uncovers distinct property-rights differences:
state-owned enterprises (SOEs) suffer from far more severe transformation frictions and perfor-
mance drags than non-SOEs, due to stronger organizational rigidity and peer-following motives.
This study not only dispels the misconception that digital transformation produces instant effects
and reveals the implicit friction costs behind financial sharing, but also provides important empir-
ical implications for enterprises to rationally advance digital strategies and guard against the risks
of campaign-style transformation.
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1. 518

BEER T AT IIENRE, B BN OB ER TSR 12 m R E SR I SL U m i
RIEWEZERS. CHWREY, AU ENAERB MR ZER AR NEESR, 1 HIRZ R0
M A RE T S KA R I J1[1] [2] FEE SR, W5 AR %S 0 (Financial Shared Service Center,
PR FSSC)E N AV 55 7 A0 BY i B L 23404k, 3 R R B AV A A HE SR I 5 AR EE A . Ak
g i AR Y IV i B PR B T o (RIS, SR 1 22 O B sl K 2R A b AT Al 4R R FEAR B HR
PRI E B S5, DR THIRRE th EAX S n) S B SR A, i — 20 B T W S LA A3
FAUF R IR X [3]. R1, (EEEZIZIMFERNREITS G, — DA BRI ST E: W=
wR—THRERE R, W ZHNARGHE TR, MU EESBENG, FTCRE WAl « AR
HAFEE K41

Flgel 5L 2 AT e R, AT ark B 2 gl ARAE . ARGk Ny, 553t =R
IR AL . W PG B RS RS, RICE B SA . ST 805 e AR ], IFN
AV 485 e S B AL B o R PR A SRR (4] AR, XM AR IR R PE TOUIAE A 20 T He A e B AR i
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IR BER S SR A . FHL b, B RIF A SR R R 8 70 Alk 5 2 £ B AT T i 2
FNEE SUIUKIE 52 BN e RIL” MR BLR[5]. FA4 M “IT £/ 42487 (IT Productivity
Paradox)fi t, X5 B HAR B B BIFAS S BEF AL N AP AR AOERT . ART, BEA SCIRAN “ R 5
CBURERR” RO, FIRZ 5B I SIS 36 W 55 3 i YT AT Be 4 Ao lb S0 oK (1 0 i v b
FLES It SR AU

BT EREFEUIIEE, AP E A R LT AR TOREA, RS T 55 IR 55 St
AV SR SR S L AR IR SHIERT OB BT S, W55 3L SR St I ORAE 4 3 2 4R T
WS HLEIR SR 13X PR AR SO LR A BAUR S BN 5 N S 5 S Bl Y 1A 9%
IR, MR T ER) “HREET o B DR RN TR, IR S
IR 1 22 %, SPGB AR AL JE T T L S S B AESER R ) 1 % 2 SE A HBL 1 S0 R
SIH A AT AR o WA, FRYESTRY, M TAREAA A, EA S d T R4
SAINES “ BRI Sl H i R YRR S S R

AL Br TR E AR IUAE LR = A5 55—, ERET AT R0 iU, ISk TIW5S
FETE ST ) T 1) I RN, TN BRIV 55 3L SR T e RGE BT I R I IEdE . SR, 4T
TF T B AR R “AGETI” (RORRRAS, B RS IR PR AT 7 X R R R R A, e
TRTE RO A TR TR . 5=, AT BUR BAERL A 25 5 W 55 36 2 St HOR K 22 572
BRG] S ERT & B 5 B 55 5 RS- 4t T S8 A 5 A58 5 7R .

2. BRSO SMRRZ
21 MEHESEWEY: ET “IT E~=FFR” A

G N, W55 352 IR 55 (FSSC) Il I AR bR v AL AN AR 22 T R ST B AR 20 [6]. 48170
R A AR TR BT IR s RO PTR A 5 2 RS . MR “IT B Riig” #ig, {3
SR B ELASE B A7 T N A A e DL LR A D A 7 S BB T 1 %, FSSC Y 22 B Bt 4 BCRE 1R
AR WAL S5 LA A A S o HR, WSROI T AR T T R A ORI RS AR R, AR R
W 55 5 — £l 55 i £ K5 0 A TR A 7™ A MDA BT 7 A B A . SRR B AL AR BT 51 R IR JEE R A
A, AL AR AR R LSS aR, BT BE DK 9T IH R S % 5 10 B Y B R TR R [7].
b, AP EESE BA I A _ERSE SR, T EGTHAEE R I R AL BT, ASCIR A AT
TR :

H1: W55 ERS LSV TEE BRI LS8, RIS E R B RAL HAE
., AR S e RN

2.2. HRRERERRHLE]: HAlE 2% A RE

WA F IR SO RAE, RO T BRI SRR “ R AR o RYEBHEIE RS, e
HEAT R AR L RS, T B FE R R IUR BT, 7E FSSC LRI, VAR 23 4] i & (1 ERP R4t
VFAT 3. A S5 AR BT SR AR B A S, IR BRI R R A B B AR . i, B Ty
Oy F LG 55 N O B SO ERIE B s 9 7 IR AR g 2k, Al i ORISR M8 0
PR 5% AT S AR B Fl o I EE RIS A 2 AR B B BT N ) R AR A S E] 2 AR
H, M A2 T Ak R FIE 2= ] [8]. BEluk, $31a] 2% A AU 2 3 UM 55 3 S AE TR R 1) A
EAENUR . ST, ASCR S A TR

H2: W43 Z RS 1L o B E HEm b E R S 2, B Al oAb 5 A7 78 B B ) el R A
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WOESURH R .
23 ERREMY: HARNMS “FEHRK"

AN TR PN o ) A b AE T R A e R i, BB S AR RFEE AR R 27 . AT
R, B AR R AT Al 5 4R B Al R A — B PR i RIRIRIEE 7 iR B AL
AL R AL A RTE R i A BT AL RCR 9] X TAREA L F, HimE R 28, T RN 53
AR TP AN R M S I T F . T HRANZ R “BNFREL” , BE R
ARG S, A E IR AR R &S . A, T RGeS, WR4E R,
L e B A A A i 7 [ RO S A ) RN A BB . BRI,
BHR SR, A B 55 N s B IR R PE RS, B0 FSSC APURRET AN LA,
RIMTER VA5 M 5 N B S AR “ERS” o KM ERHLANIVE S TURAS, (15 4
FESE it IV 55 F4 ST I SE A R U A N B BE AR . R T, AR B = AT SR

H3: B TIREFML, EHMEERSEZmERARRIES EEEA™E, XHMLSME
FAERIEAENREE.

3. ARt
3.1 HARIEFESHEEERIR

ASCEEUH E A ARSI BT A RENVIET FAREAR . N T IRUEEHE A A E S el S, A0
HE SR BT 7T B 100 R G HR HEAT 1 R AR Ik 5IE PR P (1) ZIFREat. RIE AT BT A F]
FEA; (2) HIBRHESEHE ST *ST 8¢ PT B MIFEA A A (3) AIFRTE =i Z KT 1 (FAHSD) LA AZ L
it 55 A BEAFAE SR RAE BV B 1 2 1 H IR (AR B /N T OV e AR . A, 1 T BRI St B AR 0T [
HEERITI, RSO T A IESAR TR 1%F1 99%[H 73 A7 5L 4T T Winsorize 4 AL . %%, A3k
57 —ME 32,612 A ARk - F4n 7 WEINME R AR . A SIS EUE S m A BRAE 3 EE
FET CSMAR Fi1 WIND ## P .

32. BEREX

(1) BB E: NVSTUH(ROA) o AR FH R T8 7 WU as 28 (PR B 77 ) SRty B Al R 55 SRR ~F-

(2) 2O R R W55 3L RS (FSSC) . AN FU R VAR &, 45 b AE B 5t 1 I 55 3L 2 i 5%
BB, WYKL FEmBEN 1, BIE 0.

(3) A E: N T REWDBEFLEMIR, SHIAE MR, A AR s 7 — K502
MR &, BAREHE. IR (Size, S8 H RN EL) . 517 i (Lev, EMAFHLET™) . Bk
P (Growth, ENVIRAIEKZ) . LAEE(In_age, VA4 BRI E SR 650 BL R =AU 77 (SOE, [ 45 4
MPEC 1, AHIEL 0).

3.3. ERE

TR IR AR SR OB B (0 55 3L 2 X b B gl ), [ A AR M A S o 1 5 4 B i

R B A AR ) R, A SR A 1 An T X ] 72 RN (Two-way Fixed Effects) 58 AT vk [ 19 -

ROA = ap + a1 X FSSC + y x Controls + FirmFE + YearFE + ¢
o, FRR IRt Al FOR L AIEE Sy . ROA N iR B, FSSC NiZ Ui AL & . Controls AAEEHT L
FIriR i — RAE AL & . FirmFE 9 AMA A @ 808, F T IRISCAS BE I (8] 2840 AN REAE s YearFE A4
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W
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3 [ E RO, TSR e B F I oh i o e NBEHLIREN . BEAh, ASCRA [ A AR R AE Al A
RRIPE.

A JZ21Hi (Cluster at firm level)i#£47

3.4. ARG SRS

Table 1. Descriptive statistics

F 1 fEAMgt

ZE
roa
fssc
size
lev

growth

In_age
fee
turn
soe
cost

profit

FEAE(N)

32612
32612
32612
32612
32612
32612
32612
32612
32612
32612
32612

& (Mean)

0.053
0.043
22.285
0.391
0.315
3.015
0.155
0.605
0.287
0.166
0.129

FrEE(SD)

0.042
0.203
1.327
0.193
0.778
0.303
0.119
0.391
0.452
0.179
0.114

B/ME(Min)

0.001
0.000
19.889
0.055
—0.608
2.197
0.014
0.087
0.000
0.004
—0.011

B ARME(Max)
0.212
1.000
26.401
0.854
5.291
3.638
0.620
2.437
1.000
1.030
0.596

1S T FERENRER ST AR TUEH, FEAEREFS N 32,612 4. KOMREE
FSSC MI¥IME M 0.043, KEFLEWF FEREAS T, X076 4.3%(1) “ Ak - 4007 WEIMMEL Ak T 45 L S SE IR 45
Pefi B B ROA IME & MRS, HEKESR/AME i G BHlEES, Lev (E RAEH R
7E 0.853, ARHERR T HAHGHFEA M THE; SOE (WIME R 0.286, KA HZ) 28.6% NEAH ik, X
— BRI G H E A BB AR T I SO AR . BRI S, A ST 2 A0 B s B i A B 5 AR

w1k

Table 2. Pearson correlation matrix

5% 2. Pearson 1B R #4ERE

roa fssc size lev growth In_age fee turn soe

roa 1.000
fssc —0.002 1.000
size -0.141""  0.312™ 1.000
lev -0.369""  0.125™"  0.528™" 1.000

growth  -0.086™" -0.022"" -0.017"" 0.075"" 1.000

In_age -0.117"" 0.138™" 0.216™ 0.172""  0.013" 1.000
fee 0.009" -0.033"" -0.193"" -0.173"" 0.051"™" -0.051"" 1.000
turn 0.139™"  0.066™"  0.058""  0.195™" -0.162"" 0.030™" -0.302""  1.000
soe -0.175™"  0.142™"  0.398""  0.276™"  0.060™"  0.246™" -0.118"" 0.026™" 1.000

*p <0.10, "p < 0.05, "p < 0.01.
DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2026.159980 146 TR S5 1ES


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2026.159980
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%2 WE T EEAZEN Pearson MK R E. HIAEME K, FSSC 5 ROA WHHK REAIES 1T
PR, XgETATEEEOFEAENSIRD & WiR: HSREEEW, MK (Size) H NEH (SOE)H
AV BB A A TS S5 S, A Se L P GRUK P AEAEAS AT R . X R SN i — 2 B
T AE 2L A T RN AT R v AR AR S BV . AL, BT AR & 2 (8] A O R B KT 0.6
MG FE, WA S S B SEIE AR B R AFAE T 5 1) 22 S L e [

4, SLIFGER DR
4.1, M MEEFE5LHISH
HoE, ASCEHER 1 (HL)HEAT FEHE 8] 4656

Table 3. Baseline regression results
F< 3. EEREIALER

ROA
fssc 0.0013
(0.65)
size -0.0043""
(-4.05)
lev -0.0476™"
(-12.48)
growth —0.0004
(-1.12)
In_age —0.0277™"
(-3.70)
soe —0.0030
(~1.46)
N 32375
A 5 KR Yes
A7 I R RONE Yes

t statistics in parentheses. *p < 0.10, p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.

3 M TS5 R 55 (FSSC) St nt 4 Ml 5 A (ROA) S MR 1 HEHE [ I 25 SR o A A A P AR 4 ] 1 A
b JETRFAEAS R, FFX IR 1 Al AR5 LNy 1 [ 5 AR R - S5 SR o, RO i FSSC I
F%0080.0013, HARMR G B E IR

R —SERYIP R, MNAEFEASKTE , W55 LR 55 B St RAE 24 57 201 SR Ak SO 8 25 BR T
AT e SRR AT B AN« AL BM TR B R A B DL RN 2 A 5%, Bl kA
SIS S5 L AT TR PN T RIS o BeAh, iSRRI, B AGTER (Lev) 5 VAR
(In_age) K REUIFE 1% I7KF LR FE b, e Al E dn 5 65 9% SO I SO 22 U 9532 4, &
A SO R B B AT v (0 A R
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4.2. MBS : BFLHEER “BRE7 RA

N1 DR TS AERNH I 55 3L ORRE R R T ISR IRIE SR L, RSO oA i) (F%
)" 5 CEIBREROER)” WAEREAT ALY, DURIER L 2 (H2).

Table 4. Mechanism test results
4 WHEIRER

Fee (M8 2% F %) Turn (7= A %)
fssc 0.0090™ 0.0143
(2.57) (1.00)
size —0.0247" -0.0841™"
(-9.89) (-8.34)
lev 0.0541™" 0.1771*
(6.88) (6.18)
growth —-0.0019™ —-0.0145™"
(-2.11) (-5.30)
In_age —0.0131 0.1801™"
(-0.76) (3.08)
soe —0.0074 0.0003
(-1.56) (0.02)
N 32375 32375
AL ] 5 R Yes Yes
SR [ TE RN Yes Yes

t statistics in parentheses. “p < 0.10, ™p < 0.05, ™"p < 0.01.

A AR NS R AEF(1) T, RO R AL B FSSC N HATH] 9 H 26 (Fee) I [0 15 & %54 0.0090,
HAE 5%IIKT ERERIE. X — “REW” MR IEHER T ISR A T S EEE: L rE S
F AR, TG A e B AR AL SR AR A5 ) 2 B DA SO 57 B R i SR P R A AR X
BB RIS S 8T SR P 2R R 3E BT, EMIE T A AR T R A AR IR P B PRI AL
RE” Bk T H2). [FIEF, F(2)M4E R 7R, FSSC X5 /= i % 2 (Turn) I RECH IEEIEA R Z, RWPE R
{1 2H 20 2 A 7 B PN 19 JC T L R A S 3 B IS RO T o R BT PN S B 9 S e R R A
B AIAH AT, KAl T I 45 22 S it >4 A G50 80K 3 2 3 H T 10 P ZE OB L

4.3. MRS “IT £FERFL” HEN

BP0 2% 3 S S HAAEAE R “ R RURRIR 7, ARSCE— RIS T AL TR T A AE 5 M O

# 5 M T O AN DR AR B S — HI(LY) S R (L) DA gE R . S NERIERE, g5 R AR
LG s FUAR A 2L eG4 A RIS FIQ)aE — R B EAREE, Ml
(2) i JE P (L2 Fssc) ) R ¥ v—0.0041,  HL7E 10% /K F E B2 N,

X—RIER T HE A BB AFRER AR AL T A Fm R AR50 (PR T HL).
R, B BENRSCRAESE AW R B AR A, FHHLUER . RAEEYS
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TRURIC B AR ARRE D s, A ML AN DU I 52 18 X IR, BT Al REAE — By J A 7K SE 4 S P Y
AR R B GTIAR R [10] . KT Al A B 5 1 5 6 = D RO RE P B, TRIEEROMEIV Bl LI
BT BCAEAE A — B HPERE ™ R . B AR R AR B N ACEBRE, S B AE S
MRS JEHT 12 2 E A, BEAARBHRRC B SR  BLSE B NI, TR BB U et B 1 235 B SL B
LUE(TE

Table 5. Lag effect analysis (Long-run productivity paradox of digital transformation)

=5 RN F UMK “EERFR )

a1 (L) 5 2 B(L2)
L.fssc —0.0031
(-1.54)
L2.fssc -0.0041"
(-1.77)
size 0.0051™" 0.0057""
(4.27) (3.93)
lev -0.0703"" -0.0695""
(-15.94) (-13.06)
growth 0.0004 0.0003
0.97) (0.66)
In_age —-0.0134 —-0.0057
(-1.53) (-0.54)
soe -0.0026 -0.0015
(-1.19) (-0.66)
N 25177 20665
Al ] 52 RN Yes Yes
TR I E RONE Yes Yes

t statistics in parentheses. *p < 0.10, p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.

5. REMSH: ETRIERNER

BISCHRFR A, W5 SL S 0 S 7E B ik b 3350 T R T A L B 5 I A P it . SR, X
“COTEIPE” EAS RS S Al R B 2 S, ARSCRREE LR, BRI N
[E45 AV (SOE = 1) 534 i L(SOE = 0)iH4T4r AL 1, AR IO 4 3 (H3).

6 A TAHRIEDAS R . AR ER, WS ISR ARE B R o EIRE
BANHF (B 2), ZOMREAE FSSC RN 0.0015, I IE A &S e EA A
(3 1), % ARECN-0.0019, SILHWIE K faHE R,

X7 YR A A IR R I SE 2 5 77 AEEAA A IS U2, e A
B Sm 5 ek, GRS B IRBOY 5 AR IR R B A 4R . AR, A Al St g 55 3
WA CEERmINT 5 CREBIRA e, HESS RN “ALRIME 5TUARN R B RS (R
CNGLREHEAREH 7 ), SEOLE I RARTE i B B R ORI (AE T H3). ik, R EE
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FERC AR ) “OKEAR” S e B, IR T 6 R BT I8 A LR ) ZEREAS

Table 6. Heterogeneity analysis by property right nature
= 6. MR FE RS

SOE =1 (Ef 1K) SOE =0 (FEEA k)
fssc —0.0019 0.0015
(-0.87) (0.43)
size 0.0025 —-0.0057""
(1.50) (—4.24)
lev -0.0777" —0.0350™"
(-10.35) (-7.93)
growth 0.0003 -0.0010"
(0.78) (-1.79)
In_age 0.0197 —0.0291™"
(1.39) (-3.13)
N 9276 23019
il 8] 7 R Yes Yes
A ] E KR Yes Yes

t statistics in parentheses. *p < 0.10, p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.

StRAE ST RGN, W55 R SR 1 SRS A AN R P B R Al 2 TR AE W 22 5 AR AT
A b B AR E RPN S Bl i R . X RIS BRI O T L
TR PR R E SRR . AHOCSCHRTE 7B 5T 2 i 28 S i il v A e 7R ) SR DO
A TR BREH « SURAL AT AR B, T BT R B RORAE A Ak AN AR A il 2 8] B S
SUEFER, B R B 8 (AT X R AR Al 8] R RN, Al 2 52 BB . R
VA RSN 5E S I A7 BRI A7 U L [11] . AR ST, A A A 55 3L = T R R 5 =2
BN B N AN S8 B, (H i TSR R . TR e 2 A% DR DA 29 ROAR X B o,
PR 5 A BELE St R TEOR U R BRAS R B2 BE A . e, P BOZE AV WA e B HLAN ], vk
% W 55 3L Pl R AL LA BE BN G a SRIF AR R

6. AIREILEB=
6.1. AARLEIL

FEAN BT AR R I KN ZR 5 R, AR SCRAR [ A B BT A SRR, IREERINT 1Y 55 3L =
55 L (FSSC) & ot Ak SR Sk 22 5F Je e WEAUREL: (1) BRI S, W 530 IF R nwyl (e
MR R TSI (2) HUEIRI R, SEHEYI I EATR GRS N D B S Bl 0 18] 2
RRFEWIE, AN T S AR CHERIRRE” o (3) WERUSRMY, TR B R A A, IX
P RCRATAE I 5 I R AL, SBURNAESIRE I 1 2 2 FNEE IR AT AR .
(4) REE SRR, BT EERAA RN S AR S L, A Il i Y T EER  SAE Rk
r T AREA k.
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6.2.

EERT
AL IR FUES VR X Aol PR A Ky A e BT B BOR S SR 7

B P CWOERT HCPIL, B9 T AEPORIRT . R EEERIERIARS], WA

R AT RGITHE, TR RIS I, ALAERI B S5 5 TR S0 5 1R b s
SN RN G T H BTG B LR £

W, A OMRER ST EERARGESEN . BRI E IS RCRIBI IR, AR EO

MERAEH W S5 rp” B “Hismlb 55 IRae " BT @ HAE IS AL TU RIS, I 2RI

W=, PIAREIE, BOAEINIEL A Rl T EA SIS, Y S, aiE D

BACNFE GRS DA EAA R AU, 28R N RS TUR AR I, 4 6
IR EC AR “TH 7 AR RO SERIER) “BLsed 17 .

SE K

(1]

(2]
(3]
(4]
(5]
(6]
(7]

(8]
(9]

[10]

[11]

AR, SR B AR B BE A R A P AR —— R TR AR BT A R R R SGIE M [0]. Ak
7, 2024, 43(9): 60-70.

fiise s, XMeaA. PR Sk #is@H 59 ESRE[I]. f9FE L, 2021, 43(12): 79-97.

FEAE, B A AR BV 25 L b DB 3K 38 0 AT [3]. TR 57, 2024(3): 117-119.

WAFOC, BT, SRR SRS AR NN B A A IR KB R[], IR, 2024(5): 172-174.

X G, A A B A P R AR IR —— R H L BT A R IS IIEIR[I]. S35 %K, 2023(11): 37-47.
THERIE, I 45 AR b St & B A B 5 B AR T[], Ri3AIARAL, 2022(13): 163-165.

W, SER, SER. B R R IR TS A AE SRR T A RIFR M AN]. R
1, 2025, 38(10): 134-140.

P13 B A B R IR B8 5 R B AR [J]. kR 5K &, 2025(4): 52-55+98.

SRR, faim X, BRI, A b B A 5 B R RS S —— 2 T AR ARt 5 FURHERL A ). BT
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