Finance 4, 2021, 11(6), 496-505 Hans i
Published Online November 2021 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/fin
https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2021.116054

hELERR S RERERRYMERNS

Fl R A R R 52) 22 B, TR TN

Wk H i 20214F9H28H; FAHM: 20214F10H11H; KA H: 20214F11H2H

H E

FCENEE BRE R BUEEENE T EEERRRBRNEREREEERER, FETIHE
TR AR R BEAT SEVERTE 5T « A SCEIENT H E 3148 1 15 B0 M B R DL AR e s i i x HEgl e ARG R R i R i
EREKR, REZMERIEREZRSRR. FASZRENTEEERRNEZRFEEENERER, £
RPEBEIE TEARAREMXETKFREUAXR, SETHKFRREEREREEMX,
5E5rH. XA D8RI BOR B H & B 2 8 2 SR

XA
HERRR, MEE, SRR

Research on Regional Differences and
Influencing Factors of Inclusive Insurance
in China

Xilong Pij, Jianfeng Liang

Lingnan (University) College, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou Guangdong

Received: Sep. 28", 2021; accepted: Oct. 11", 2021; published: Nov. 2™, 2021

Abstract

This paper develops a model to evaluate the inclusive insurance development level in 31 provinc-
es of China. A dynamic panel model is applied to analyze the factors influencing the development of
inclusive insurance. It turns out significant regional differences, as an overall “Collapse in the Cen-
tral Region”, in the development of inclusive insurance in China. The relationship between the in-
clusive insurance and the regional economic level is showed as U-shaped. There are significantly
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positive correlations between the level of urbanization, insurance awareness and the inclusive
insurance development. Well, the total dependent ratio, the regional population density and the
proportion of local government expenditure show significantly negative correlations with the in-
clusive insurance development.
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e OREG A F SR TP JEUN, - PAAT GO A #E 2 % 2 SR Bt 2 R G IR 55 - 3 ORI ) =
RS R AR 2 B ORISR 55 B S5 AR, A/ AR A . PV (2019) [1] A2 A
AR R, N BRI  J # f HAT LA SS SRR 2 S KA ERRIR S T 3240 IR R ORI 1) 4t
FRo FEAE, B BORESAL E ANE R R AN RO RIS IR R Bl o Al R AN IR (2019) [2]IN 93 ORI 2
R 55 T ORI 117 47 b e sl AR 55 AN J RO BEAR 1) P AT RIS 7™ it IR 5%, il L m] R T T 1

o ORISR R I DX 22 R, IRBSHE R ISR B AEAE, U H RSN AR 5232 ORI R 55 1) 78
S A AR PR ) o DRt 2 B iR ] ORI IR 55 T2 i@ Ve AN Ak o AT ORI B R P48 35F
PrEftt im0 BRSSO 2R KRR P E R IR, BRI ORI T gt (Rt ORI T
IR E . HUGREURES IR 55 o6 T /M A 228 FRsE 38K, A 28 TR ARG PR HE R R[5
AR R BUAR B WO o o L B ORI PR R R A 58 52 30 22 AR FERIE ) L R DG o 050 4% 1t [X 3 2 LR
IR SRR, TR IT S ORI K R AL e 2 % DR 3R ST 0 L AT B R SE B = 3L o A S il d 2w ) 2525
i B0 5 [ R RS XK K, i AR PR R e IR 2R, 2B P A O% e U T TV S
NAGES

2. XHEkERiId

] 1 5L 70K 22 DG BRI R B/ I B 5 SR AR 55 1n) /.- Claessens (2006) [3] & L /NAT {7 i
TR ESRAT BRI MR 55 () B S 2 R RIS e 58 M S LA A R R B 1E D - Aggarwal (2010) [4]4 B BE 7 FR I
MR B i T BT RS AR 28, B> T BATERIT SRS, OGE TEE R A GRS . ARSI AR
B/NEIR IS SR ANE G L3 = THES RN, AN FEORES S URNAR @ T . I T2 45 5 1EAH 5 5% & (Desai
et al. 2011 [5]; Hamid et al. 2011 [6]); W& /K- FHIERFE . TREGANAS BRI (B4R RAERS DL G Rl R 57
(A v DU 02 2 2 e AT/ NI (1) 75 2K (Cai and Song 2011 [7]; Cole et al. 2013 [8]).

TS HR ] 23 0t rp L EELR ) R ETF I A 5KHEE(2016) [9INIBEME . Befd it R AR 25 350 =
ANYEFE I MR bR, RS Tk gm ] 7 AR R A, AR T 2013 A b E %4 A A oy
M T BRI R KPR R 2. R FE R B AR T BN i AR N T b EE R 3 R P 5 IR 3
PRI R e 3 1F R AR FH 5 17 PR RS 717 37 28 W R b 3 RS S5t RIS & F 5 BT BELAG . #44(2017) [10] 0 MA
Brfihgs . ORISR SR BF IS = ANE IR R AR, 18 32 LE IR i PO AR S5 8 500 A 485 6 1 78 AL
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3. PEEERKRAZRIVK

AR, A ORI IR S5 1) FEANIR FE#AS B R A S o ORBSHURAE A HEAT DRI AR 55 1 1 B B il
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Figure 1. Number of insurance branches per 100 million people in each province in 2018
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Figure 2. Insurance premium per head in each province in 2018
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Table 1. Indices and definitions
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Table 2. Affecting factors
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TEAR B IR J5 TR A AR A B ) N AR A R 25 T AR ABE Y
HOIX 2B, R AT WA A R AR sy, AT <Gt i A0 IR 55 O 7 SRR, 3t ZEL R 7K
R . R 265 (2017) (1207 FH o 46 BT B SR 7 3 B R R S5 2805 R R R 1) 2 T A
AELMER RN, S5 RRANE BRI U B R Bk, ASCHERR HpE 5] AN\ GDP(Pgdp) A3t —
RI( Pgdp®), MEARLE 28 TN R
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5. SCUELR S
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51 EEMAEZRUELER
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Table 3. Weights on 11D indices for year 2007~2017
% 3.2007~2017 FFhEE BRMGE A RK FEEIEAANE

fabx WV WHARE

R An bl gt o000 I e v s SR
G puRbE R : :
2007 0.4009 0.2341 0.6350 0.1083 0.0341 0.1423 0.0433 0.1794 0.2227
2008 0.3920 0.1944 0.5864 0.1880 0.0410 0.2290 0.0370 0.1476 0.1846
2009 0.3449 0.1572 0.5020 0.2676 0.0728 0.3404 0.0286 0.1290 0.1575
2010 0.3436 0.1636 0.5072 0.2870 0.0632 0.3502 0.0322 0.1104 0.1426
2011 0.3401 0.1456 0.4857 0.3036 0.0856 0.3891 0.0352 0.0899 0.1251
2012 0.3636 0.1530 0.5166 0.2318 0.0957 0.3275 0.0556 0.1004 0.1559
2013 0.3598 0.1563 0.5162 0.2778 0.0662 0.3439 0.0430 0.0969 0.1399
2014 0.3864 0.1553 0.5416 0.2389 0.0697 0.3086 0.0488 0.1010 0.1498
2015 0.3719 0.1810 0.5528 0.2339 0.0691 0.3030 0.0472 0.0970 0.1442
2016 0.3856 0.1742 0.5598 0.2277 0.0556 0.2833 0.0450 0.1119 0.1569
2017 0.3233 0.1669 0.4902 0.3347 0.0567 0.3914 0.0345 0.0839 0.1184
YA 0.3455 0.1759 0.5214 0.2297 0.0635 0.2933 0.0470 0.1051 0.1521
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ORRSTA A M 4 S (U ACEL R AR T i, 0 BRI A R I REZ D M . /5 ORISR R I i B, 4R 43t
RISz Al 55 1A J At Bt x5 R ORI A P RO RS i oK, TR I TR IR ES TR N R R DRI R 55 ) 3

Rt FEOR G JR /KT 77 A R 2 (1

=%
W

M) o

%4 Bon T RERS A SRR AR . REACE ROy B, et RoRE, HR
B8 & EORR A AR BUIAMR T 0.2, bilg. JERURUREONEAETT, 3R N M i ALK Az iF
KRFEFER R VYRR M Rrs b, b, JEsUROREE B2 T A X . v A E PR b
BTV T AR A 7 73 SCHUAIBU R T L, TAE ORI, (EH A REV ALY GDP. &5 AfRE:
N I SRV BN ORI 3 FEIX =AM EAR A, RItt, O BRI T AR KT Bl JERUMR =3,

Table 4. 11D of part of provinces in China for year 2007~2017

5% 4.2007~2017 £ EI A NEHREIEH

11D 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

¥ 08508 0.7939 0.8305 0.8727 0.8712 0.8619 0.8692 0.8898 0.9040 0.9134 0.9134
Jbz 05901 0.5314 0.6482 05285 0.5541 0.5848 0.6105 0.6149 0.6273 0.6105 0.6486
K 04097 03542 0.2689 0.2588 0.2303 0.2904 0.2673 0.2934 0.3149 0.3163 0.2197
WL 01241 0.299 0.0826 0.0906 0.0841 0.1065 0.0953 0.1121 0.1302 0.1360 0.0896
JLF%  0.1042 0.0955 0.0819 0.0808 0.0737 0.0940 0.0868 0.0947 0.0926 0.0946 0.0649
¥ag 00775 0.0770 0.0766 0.0614 0.0558 0.0715 0.0651 0.0658 0.0659 0.0631 0.0434
Z# 00421 00535 0.0452 0.0403 0.0517 0.1158 0.0759 0.0609 0.0695 0.0619 0.0422
#PX 00944 0.0885 0.0936 00877 0.0788 0.0892 0.0873 0.0869 0.1075 0.1050 0.0691
7% 00319 0.0366 00311 00383 0.0321 0.0370 0.0365 0.0466 0.0526 0.0801 0.0417
#Hi#E 00592 0.0509 0.0478 0.0362 0.0258 0.0633 0.0740 0.0615 0.0756 0.0656 0.0506
TH 01078 0.0859 0.0830 0.0860 0.0708 0.0884 0.0893 0.1016 0.1190 0.1317 0.0929
38 00519 0.0474 0.0680 0.0515 0.0526 0.0576 0.0521 0.0532 0.0521 0.0479 0.0426
#EF§ 01312 01025 0.0915 0.0832 0.0772 0.0927 0.0888 0.0976 0.1105 0.0932 0.0628

PR I AT R 2 TR AR 11 B PR 8 NI R 12 4, & 5 W% X AR RS R e diE
KT8 o B AT WA R AR B M IXOR SR AR R 2 s T U X, P g v T E AN R
AL R ER 7 &Y. bRt R TSRS A X AT 3t TR ) A R ORI R e

NI ORISALAE R

NGOREU N GDP A RIS % FE XS T rh oG A X, TR 1 A ORI 4i e e R B

Fo T PHESHLIX ORISAT ML B9 A AT PR T AR AR, PHERHX i T A Db, HLAREEIE FA
DRI 25 BEmE e T b X, DR L o s 3 X EE LR B P B 2 e v T P X

Table 5. Rational 11D in China for year 2007~2017

5% 5. 2007~2017 R EXIiGE BRI IEHIE

11D 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
¥ 02325 0.2123 0.2111 0.1987 0.1957 0.2152 0.2106 0.2216 0.2278 0.2285 0.2049
e 0.0442 0.0519 0.0403 0.0363 0.0436 0.0529 0.0445 0.0497 0.0559 0.0484 0.0357
PUsE  0.0485 0.0509 0.0515 0.0479 0.0444 0.0547 0.0500 0.0539 0.0585 0.0619 0.0468
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A% 2007, 2012 AT 2017 —ANFEFES AW EARB R HOEATAL AL T i R SR . 14 3
A LA A P A B R B A Y T Aoy, BRI R, Ui o B %4 3 SR R K 2
SRR X o A% 2 R B (EE AR K HIZ e 42, i mACEIX AN g 2 0GB, vl
H ] 3 LR I8 JRE KT R AR AL R FE A PR
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N
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Figure 3. Kernel density of 11D in each province of China

3. PEFEEEFREEREEE

g3 b nr W e [ LR ES (0  BZE MAEAE s BAFEPIARAL IR (% o 3 BORBHEAT B AR L
A NHRARE AT TAE I A S 2 BRI IR S5, PRIt ORI AL R ZK TR AR 48 BE IR BB o A 445 Tt 12
B RIS AT, AN T ORWE FC o 28 ORI A JEE ) L AR PR 3

5.2. ®ImEZREVALERE

AICHI STATA 15.0 BEAT[RIH, FFIZASGI MR A et G 2 AL ERNE, [RIRSSR LR 6. Al I
AR PAEI/NT 0.1, 1 AR2) PAEIIRT 0.1, RULE 1A B B ARG, Hesz 4R3I
& B P FUAELE F A ORI R, 2 R Gt GMM Al TH IR RTEE 2% 44 - Sargan K561 P 33K T 0.1,
RYISINBA TRARAR, e 8. Joitt. PUahBir | AT Sargan 5645 R R IR
a2

Table 6. GMM regression results of influencing factors on 11D
6. EERMFMERERRSE GMM EIJIER

TE i X 1R 3 R 4 1R 5 KR 6 1R 7
0.942%%% 0.945% % 0.806%** 0.786%** 0.804%*% 0.783%* 0.770%**
-4 (267.47) (236.21) (82.51) (116.47) (101.17) (158.19) (60.45)
0.0147*%%  0,00516*** —0.00151%** —0.0151*** —0.00997*** —0.0109*** —0.00895%**
Pock (32.29) (18.98) (-9.19) (-10.08) (-8.9) (-5.88) (-5.88)
2 ~0.000310*** —0.000718*** —0.000857*** 0.000611*** 0.000523*** 0.000435***
Podp -15.38 (8.38) (11.12) (9.49) (5.69) (5.83)
—0.315%**  0.275%** 0.206%**  —0.190%**  (.154%**
vor (13.38) (10.94) (11.45) (9.04) (7.45)
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Continued
d -00163***  —0.00160*** —0.00129*** —0.00121***
Tdr
(=20.63) (—24.44) (-16.35) —(10.42)
0.564*** —0.718*** —0.862***
Gov
-3.78 (-4.11) (-5.08)
0.144%*** 0.151***
Edu
(-4.72) (3.97)
—-0.000618*
Pd
(-1.69)
O 0.0596 0.0589 0.0601 0.0592 0.0585 0.0586 0.0592
AR(1
(—1.8835) (—1.8889) (-1.8803) (—1.8866) (-1.8923) (-1.8914) (—1.8868)
@ 0.2666 0.2622 0.3022 0.3684 0.3793 0.3572 0.3605
AR
(1.1110) (1.1212) (1.0318) (0.8994) (-0.8792) (0.9208) (0.9143)
0.9978 0.9980 0.9973 0.9993 0.9962 0.9984 0.9985
Sargan Test

(28.3748)  (28.1346)  (28.8240)  (26.1961)  (29.6071)  (27.7180)  (27.5784)

B 7 S5 R R Podp® RECHIEME, Pgdp RECATUE, HIH 1%/KF LR . R E %
X BRI R KT 525 R KT 2 18 23 U BUSCR . 5 RTINS, 20351 R s FHLAS A B R
it R s AP R K TIR RIS TR )5, Hit— R A 2o B AR 1 R B B AR A

R AL AT R R B ORI 3R T e 2 25 (e W RIS A R ST AL AT R s 2 PN o B ) 2 00 &
ENIE . N JE S B RIS IR ST LS 2, DR PR aRIG IR IR 55, DRI T A 7K1
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