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Abstract

In recent years, China’s real economy has faced a severe “shift from real to virtual” problem, with a
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growing trend of corporate financialization. Many real-sector companies have adopted peer firms’
financial investment behaviors to achieve relatively superior decisions at lower costs and within
shorter timeframes, thus forming and intensifying peer effects of corporate financialization, im-
pacting resource allocation efficiency. Based on the social learning mechanism, this paper analyses
the impact mechanism of corporate financialization peer effects, explores the transmission path-
way of capital structure adjustments, and examines the moderating role of peer information quality
in this relationship. Using data from 1821 listed companies on the Shanghai and Shenzhen A-shares
from 2013 to 2022, the study finds that: (1) Corporate financialization peer effects significantly en-
hance resource allocation efficiency; (2) Capital structure adjustment is a key pathway through
which corporate financialization peer effects impact resource allocation efficiency; and (3) High
peer information quality strengthens the positive impact of corporate financialization peer effects
on resource allocation efficiency.
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ARG R R AR A . SR, IR E ST AP AAAE “BSE R IS, ekl oNiE
BRIAANE, R BA R P AU, SR ARah R R B AR < RO R PR R A R i R
s BAEEE S BUATE UMM E A T AR LE NG R BB RERR[1]-[4], DUk
GDP JAM. Semdy sk SRR R[5]-[7], (HEFA SE VIR E22 AT NI 5 B HoR A ik Al
EHHAFAMEEE, B EeRRE T EREEA S, BRFAFLTFRIENASE . REDEHT
BT e 5 R ERCR KRR, HEBEPTRAINB I, 2 7 2% ST X B A SR EC BRI
SN ASCH)EETTRAE T2 (1) 4Rt IFMRNT Al e R A [ A 25 45 B UENC B R AR D 1) L, 9 [R] HE2K
RIS s (2) M S RHEBE rP K ST AT i BEURIC BRI RE I, IR e R [ s 7 %
R BEAR: (3) 18 AL 2 S BB HIHT SEAR AV B R A R TR O LI, BSOS 2 SO Hr o

2. BRoHSMRR/E
2.1, SRR R S FIREC B R =

SIEAA A AE B R T 3 P R A BT RS e v B, R s L E AR B K S HLA BB B A
Lo AFRZIHLT, ddb et &7 A A R 22 5 RN, A SORE Bl S SeshLx B3R C B AR AT HR T

2.1.1. EKitEIH

“EKMEINL PR A EUE TR BT MR IR, A P4 T R D RN AR SR B B e A
SR, RIS LT PRSI A SR AT N 56, SRR Oy S R BHIR B BT SR, TR
SR 5 SR BB R R IR BN . Hei,  “EKIEhL” SRR BT 20T, Bl Al AE 7 BN P AR
Bl RUBLESREF. &5, A Sl AN A L s, IULRBAST, i fe
BRI % 5807 KB e, DSBS 5 T L 1 % B
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2.1.2. HFEENEH

e Al bl AT BB ALY S0l JESREREBR S IR, TOARTRI AR E . E ok, B
DNIBSRAE A, SR ERL B SRR W S], B BT R, BAURAR A ROt HK,
Wi i g e (e B R R R BRI B, PRI AR, i BRI B AR . e, Ea il A “oF
HIRONE ", K BRI MALGE A 52 ) b U, S BCARER T 3ER  RUE e B e e el AN L <A
HIE T ZRALABEAE AR, EFEHEEEAE RN T EEWS, BN ARE, KR
TR BB .

LR PR, 2 “ BN BN, SRA BT IRIHEE AR, SMRSTAR, vk ki gt
2B, ATMIRTHRIRACE R H2 “HRHRos” T Sn, e o B e i et ik 3 SOst I sl
T, FRRRCEXNCR. RN, SERATSRMOEE, SHEOTFIOVML e D TR
BB KAE55(2022) [81FE T AN AT BB RE, AR BRI RIAT ML BERAT I, PR AIRE B AR s
F— T ER(2021) [O]MIMERE RS EWACRMEL, KIL R0 —F A s . 28T, X el
TR RS 5 B URC B R R R TE 20 I Al el U SRSy ) e Ak R B Rl AT O, REAERUE
I ) A SR o B B P B4 U2, AT S 17 AT B MR O R o S35 S SR T 3 Bl b PG A5
AT, SR RENE . T AL, AR AN B

HL: Al gl A 28 R AR RAONE,  FLCOR [R] A 2008 R 5 42 i DL RC B AR

2.2. &R RIS RN FRE BN RN SR

Al A b A P [ A 250N A 8 1E AT B[R M X e 5r 3R B v, Al 25 32 21 S At il 4 7% 7= i B A7
NN, T4 B SRR SRS AEIX — R RSB A, 38R T el
ROAL RPN BE R B AR . AV I B[R 47l FoAts AoV 3R b B 7 LU LN, S H Rl
fIH AR A K, Dot B B SRR G LU A5 LI I <t e 3 o K A B A 45 g ] 8 A £ e 0% Je i < i
WIRTHR AN, HInEh B iRIE, FRARRRBE A, IMA R E SR, SCRFEENL S 5 00F st . ik, &
AR AR b N RS T, ERMARIRRE . SRR . 2T, K
SCHR R ARG -

H2: il gl A [R] A R0 38 I P IR B A 5 4 1A 48 e B RIC ELROR

2.3. el Sk £ R R4 M B5 R L B R A T

FE A < R A R AR RN BEIRIE B RCR AR, [FARS R R R AR TR . R AR B4R
AL A FAT WAL A TS 2 AT R RIS edie L T B IR W 5515 JE i o e
R BA R FPINITIH, IXLEARFR S 1 Al 3% W M 354 IR L 1o T B 5515 B AT R A5 2.
ARFRI R, $EEm TR, (S E A E IR E [10]. ERAERS T, MR5E S EE 53 Al i iE
R, WG E HERXEEE, BRI TR . IRIINEYR A 5 Wk L mii A w55 4 R 5 23 DUAS SR 2R
(A-D), LM KA RS B ESREL WEIX . REE RS, FfEEE RN,
X HAMOBRE B, R AR B, Tt B & B BRI B SR . SRk, AR U R R

H3: [R5 S B filk A R PR N 5 B RS B R O) R AT I VR A

3. gt
3.1 HREESHIERR
ARSI 2013~2022 4R A i BT A TR %, BRI T : (1) SRS w7,
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(2) %k ST. *ST. PT KA H; (3) HEFHA SR FMEAR; (4) H%k 2012 Fj5 EHiAad. N
Weim R R, S ESA AT 1% 99%7KF [ Winsorize 4bH, 54455 18210 MEEMMME . $iEk
PN CSMAR il . AR FEH. ERG RMgt4%.

32. TEENEMAE

321 HWEBELE

Al BRI T B R (Efficiency) i & MV BHR LR G BN A . &% T %5 (2021) [11]1M80%,
AR H DEA-Malmaquist F8 BB AL EA T . SNGERE G R AN 1S ANED) . WA (Rsh =134, e
VPRI IR PR M A1CENL A . 45 B Saldsr), Horh &t e 7 SR e E ),
A= A 1) G PR BT o 7 R R AL RR 48 5% R DR (1 R P 0 ) R AL 2 TTHR (NS 3 . RS2 A

322 MEBLE

AR ATEE S5 (2018) [7]ME 9T, A R BE 7 B B A L S B b E R AT B Ak A b AL /KT Fin,
SR AR SR, ENRESMTE . &SR T REE 2R T RO
A, BT DY AL 5 R AT 7= « 275 R R ATRAT 2 (2018) [12] (i, 25 FE 21 55 Hh =i 3 1 4% 2 @ 4,
ASONG AT 5 M P AR R IR B BT P o AR SO O R R AR B O IR A Mk 8 K /K SF PeerFing , , %
Albuquerque et al. [13]/88%, Hit PSM A% VT ) Wr A& 75 4775 [F) FE RN

323 HitFE

Table 1. Variable definition and construction
F1 TEENS5HE

Bt AR A4 BEMTT AR i
R & Al A Al [ £ RN PeerFin () A b 4 i 1 7= 6 B8 7 BUEA
W AT B YRR B R Efficiency DEA-Malmquist 184t
Hh AR YA LR PR HE Dev AN A
WHARE ERE =N SVl PeerInfor ) £ AL 2545 S 1 5 T i
T0F 5% AR Lev RS
BHIRE T ROA W RE S R
B R4 Cashflow MR ESRA R T
b W) Growth EL B %
R Board Ao NI A SRR 3
JHALEE Indirector ML FE H A
R RF I A Mshare EHE RS A
IF) £ i 45 IR PeerLev IF) P A b A7 5 R P BB
Pl 7 R PeerROA P il 2 8 B
e R B 1 PeerCashflow [ e £l 5 73 8 6 B U
R A Aol 5 P 2 PeerMshare [E AR B 2 45 1 LU A ) (i

(1) BEARGEH

ARSI (2022) [14]52 8 HMlE, SRV BT A S5 46 i 29 52 (Dev) 11 Dy B A 45 Ky 1 28 1) AR
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&, MR DME ORI A5 [15] [16], @IV AUEL, BAIRE ). AE6ISBUE . HRATEE . ok, A7k Bt
AGERPF BN AR, A L AR BT ASE .
(2 FfEER R
AR S 25 5K R TR B (2019) [17], SR A Alb A7 JE 40 5 o B ok Al £ A P Ao lb A B B B o ANTR) il A
5 FREE S T S0 B R L0117 9 . AR 2 (5 BB R St gn il (047)) AAHSRHEN], b
Wb 5515 Bk R AU 4= A= {875, 3=B= RIf, 2=C= &1, 1=D= A&,
TR U 290 e o B v
(3) #=ifAE
AL ZH 5K TR (2021) [18]HIBTT, 42 b R AL AR AN Rl AR A ARp B A0, FAR LN 3R [ il
Pt AL S ISME AL B, R AR B S — DL RL X BRI R AL, SRR A PRLER R R UM . EAh, AR
PR AR 18] [ 58 RORE, DA AN PRI S B P AL 2 b R i . LR 1
3.3. SCIFHREME
3.3.1. ERiREME
N UE AR MY <Rl A B ) P RSORE X B JRE B AR KIS, A ST R R
Efficiency,, = a + f,PeerFin, + Y B, Controls,, + Y B,Controls; + u +V, + &, (3-1)
Horp, SFEXEDONTHIRBCERCR, S5 L5 R A Al i 5 — SUTFR) A b <ge i A AN 2 B A0
TR t RN e gy v v & WIS T ANMARENE B TR) AN DL R BEATL R 2 T
3.3.2. MAHMIEEHE
NI A MV < R A [R] A R 2 i) 5 Y B R 4% A%, 225V (2022) [19T 36 7 A RN (K P 25
%, ASCH AR T RN
Dev, = a + f3,PeerFin,_, + > B, Controls,_, +_ ,Controls, + 1 +V, + &, (3-2)
b, Dev, AR, AARBIAGE K BEMIAUSE . R (3-2) 74T B9, DU I6: 4 ROb
o, MEAS-1)EIE, #F B BEVIE, R SR R AR SR B AR B IR R K,
XERY(3-2)[E1H, & B, BE N, U RS Th A AR R UG .
3.3.3. FTHIEE =
ARGLIG [ A4 J2 5T R 15 R RS R xR [ A R0 5 BRI B AR SR AT R ], ATy
LU RNV LR
Efficiency, = a + p,PeerFin,_, + f.PeerInfor,, + fsPeerFin,_, x PeerInfor,

3-3
+Y_ B.Controls,_, + > S ,Controls; + z +V, + &, (3-3)

Herp, Peerinfor, R FIMEEEHTE, S FIRTS SR 21 S Eo 4l Rl ) A 2008 5 BE JRC B 3% %
RN 35 B, 5 fs T, MFEHEE LSRRG EFETER: SRS, W TaE T Em .

4. SEUESTHR
4.1, RS

% 2 BRTFEAENIRESG T R, IR B %R (Efficiency) I N 0.1249, FruEZ
0.1087, FHIHIHE BACREREAR, RIFAE™HE. AL SR (PeerFin)iME . /MBI KME N
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0.0488. 0.0000 £1 0.3535, 5 HindNk &b (Fin)3EA—2, SCR ANV RIAAE S RN . T A g
25 2 (Dev) 41 0.0611 K FHAi % 0.0513, AW [FFEE B & (Peerinfor)#{H 2.5401, {74

3.0000, WEHIfEREMEEIK. B PTRIIFEALAE MR, RS M 1 R A

Table 2. Descriptive statistics for the primary variables

2. FETEWARMSIT
A A= ¥iE H A i w/MA IZIN|
Efficiency 18210 0.1249 0.0968 0.1087 0.0005 0.5779
Fin 18210 0.0488 0.0162 0.0802 0.0000 0.4553
PeerFin 18210 0.0488 0.0428 0.0295 0.0000 0.3535
Dev 18210 0.0611 0.0513 0.0473 0.0009 0.4466
PeerlInfor 18210 2.5401 3.0000 1.3300 0.0000 4.0000
Lev 18210 0.4344 0.4294 0.1959 -0.1107 0.9966
ROA 18210 0.0373 0.0346 0.0596 -0.3750 0.2539
Cashflow 18210 0.0498 0.0477 0.0644 —0.1989 0.2656
Growth 18210 0.1487 0.0912 0.3828 —4.8930 3.8082
Board 18210 2.1338 2.1972 0.1967 0.9365 2.7163
Indep 18210 37.5732 35.7100 5.5066 12.5000 94.2800
Mshare 18210 9.2786 0.1859 15.9095 -20.7275 105.6499
4.2. LIESR SR
421, SR MM FES S
Table 3. Balance test
= 3. FEMERE
¥ifE B B B
A Ab 3 PrAEMZE (%) FrAEME IR IR (%) tgiitE ol tE#Ep > ¢
AbEEA S R
_ VG Hc iy 22.583 22.602 -1.4 -0.90 0.367
Sl VLR 5 22.583 22.59 3.4 65.3 -0.28 0.781
ULECHT  0.40977 0.44676 -19.1 -12.06 0.000
- ULEZ/5  0.40977 0.41356 -2.0 89.7 -1.09 0.276
Growth U 0.1171 0.1645 -12.4 -7.89 0.000
VLR 5 0.1171 0.12254 -1.4 88.5 -0.86 0.392
UCFLHT  0.43432 0.46014 -10.9 -6.90 0.000
! VSHCLfE ~ 0.43432 0.43707 -1.2 89.4 -0.65 0.518
Mshare VC fc iy 7.8158 10.01 -14.2 -8.79 0.000
N 7.8158 7.8658 -0.3 97.7 -0.20 0.845

AR FEIRE A, 4 2% Faulkender and Yang(2010) [20]45 2% 2 i) 732, 18 FH A4 174573 UL G % (PSM)
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oAt B D R, 9 30 X L R Al 5 R B H BRIl [0 o g B Al KA (Size) W45 KUK (Lev) R
KH8 71 (Growth) HLFIFE 45 % A8 (Inst) AV B J2 15 5% LA (Mshare) A S 8, SR F AR DT ik LA 1 1
AF R, ULRCALE AR H AR 5 FIAE AV 0 B . UCTC T 2 P, B AL TR LA B 4L 7
VURC S R 2 5 . AT T BB I (L2 3), VLALS t IOAN 5%, FREImZETE 5%LAPY, i
B LR, B R A7 E kR

4.2.2. BEETSHT

Table 4. Baseline model regression results

4. BEEBEJAER

A (1) &R @ HE (3) FEEE
. 0.1393™" 0.0516 0.2215™
PeerFin
(2.7933) (0.7467) (2.9490)
0.0136™ 0.0265™ —0.0061
Lev
(2.0906) (3.2443) (-0.5618)
—0.0268™ —0.0260" —0.0164
ROA
(—2.1974) (—1.8236) (-0.6938)
—0.0302" —0.0310™ —0.0342™
Cashflow
(—2.9120) (—2.2094) (—2.2042)
0.0358™" 0.0295" 0.0440™
Growth
(24.2543) (15.2352) (19.2298)
-0.0112" —-0.0195™ —0.0013
Board
(-1.7123) (—2.1994) (-0.1330)
—0.0003" —0.0004 —0.0002
Indep
(-1.7078) (—1.5409) (-0.7695)
0.0002™ 0.0003" 0.0000
Mshare
(2.4344) (2.5993) (0.0038)
0.0297 0.10177 —0.0280
PeerLev
(1.1640) (2.8307) (-0.7592)
0.2003™" 0.2931™" 0.1062
PeerROA
(3.3856) (3.6111) (1.1909)
—0.0806 —0.0305 —0.1351"
PeerCashflow
(-1.3841) (-0.3314) (-1.7404)
0.0008™ 0.0008" 0.0007
PeerMshare
(2.1195) (1.7007) (1.2895)
_ 0.1282™ 0.1064™" 0.1458™™"
i A
(5.2863) (3.2340) (3.9769)
AR [ 5 RN Yes Yes Yes
N 16383 8940 7443
R? 0.0587 0.0564 0.0688

W L TR IR RAE 1%, 5%F1 10%KFEFRE. FAE.

S
=
=
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%H’

RLE

P 4 IR AL A Rl AL IR AE RS0 B IR G B R B [ E R[S R BB (D) FPAEREARRIALE S, &
b G Rl Ak [ A2 R (PeerFin) Xt 95 Y5 B B 2% (Efficiency) B[R] 0 R 30 1% 535K F FoAIE, SRR 1,
B[] 8L e i v BEUR I B R o SR (Q)AN(3) SR AR 43 AT A AN R A A b AT e PR o AT, 46
RERW, PR E A AR TE N R .

4.2.3. PAYEL S

FEREAERNA R IEA b, AR SO Al B8 A S5 K i 25 B2 1) e N AT R . BT 5 BB ah L,
F(L)F R FAERNA, 55 (2)F1 56 08 A S M A 25 BE IR R A O o 25 SR o, Ak & R [ £ 2408 (Peer Fin)
Xof A2 ) (i 25 2 (Dev) IR 51 VA R EUTE 5% 7K 1535050065, 3B FL I 25 BRI R AR S5 M B B, SCRefi
W 2. B3 BRaKHF AIZR A BE(2020) [21]3 T 2007~2018 4E A IR L R B, Ab 4 flifh 5 8 A 45 i) i i
S ARG, A G A (i 5 B A2 A SR R R B AN Al B R R, BB AN, AV S ik
PEARGEN, PRAROmES s T B XU 4 K Vi BE 45 A6 55 P 3 DR 2 R o e R B AU 1, S B Al
BB R ENAE MW B, R MIZEIR HE

Table 5. Intermediate effect regression results
5. AN EYFLER

A& (1) Efficiency (2) Dev
. 0.141 —0.065""
PeerFin
(0.051) (0.033)
AR B Yes Yes
N 16347 16347
R? 0.059 0.017
Table 6. Moderated effects regression results
= 6. PHYLEALER
A B (1) Efficiency (2) Efficiency
) 0.1393™" 0.1466™"
PeerFin
(2.7933) (2.9290)
-0.0012"
PeerInfor
(-1.8730)
) 0.0270"
PeerFin x PeerInfor
(1.7277)
25 i) A YES YES
N 16383 16383
R? 0.0587 0.0591

4.2.4. PBHEYELSH

AR SCAE SEAE [T AR oI N [ A S5 5 Ak &b A 5] A 8B A8 LI, SRR L i lb & Ak
[ R RN 5 IR BRI R TN . 7 6 55 2 FI I EIALE LG IR, Ak &Rtk R A8 5 F 1S
BRI HIREAE 10%1)7KF FRERNIE, R RGBT IE RPN k4 mhb E £ v 5 5
TR B R Z 26 5, WITSRAE T8 3. IX—Z5 IR, Alh & flvpb [R] A 28007 6 98 R B 005 (Y s i
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T BT R A 5 A AR L2 T8 )5 BAE s . 2 [F RS S TR m,  F s dbolk B8 S e SR AU 2
iR ) P A R < R ALAT D9, AT AE B C B L B A Rt 2 ST RSLATy , /b SRR RS T SR8 AR
TR RN AR SRR T, R A5 S REFR AR F A A AR AT [ A il e R A AT IS 15 B AN
PRI A5 EAKFRAEAE 3 B PR B R SR P R AR, 1 v o A 2 U5 B s il SE 2R3 A
PP [ A A RPN SE B, R THE SRR, R A (R RR I AR IS, T ST A B
PRE AR

5. ARG SBEREN
5.1. fAsESEIL

ACHET 2013~2022 FFIER A B BT A ] 18120 255, b 1 Ak A ik [R) £ 250n Xt i 5 B A
R, 3 =810 B, M Emih R 08 BRI SRR B AR, HIEE N EE
AN TIRAC B SR IR E R . 35, BETARGE M 55 T Aol Rl e [ 44 200 5 e % YR B AR
t B AR . 5=, RIS R0 B 1 [ A A b G R [ R 205 o) 5 9 G B R A

5.2. BUREINL

521 HEHEEEEBEMREN

AV NN R G P B R AL, I R IR THE B SR T A I AR ), HE R PR
M W ORAR TR R SR 5 b A A H AR 32, TR EAREVE S RpSAE . AN, SRIEIRBTIGERIE, M
TRE I A 2 AH G R RSB AE ., FRARAE BASXI ARG A XU o

522 MELENKREREFR

Aol 5 AR B KBS AL, 25 5 2 o R R R AN AT, A e IR 4% il S5 gt AT L
TR, W2 B R AL DL ARG R 5 . [N, @30S ISR EE,  RE R B SR
CAREXT T 373840, $RTHTRUS E

5.2.3. it Lk EFERFIFLE
TSR IS8 T Rl R P2 2 A AL B 67, 4R T SEARZ e 51 77, s Ak JE it 8 it 2 15 LASR s il AR P2 R0,
g T AR L AL RS, SRR B, SRR SR LT R, RigFmRERE.
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