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Abstract

With the progress and change of science and technology, the mutual integration of science and tech-
nology and finance is constantly enhanced. Based on the data of commercial banks from 2006 to
2022, this paper discusses the impact of the development of regional science and technology finance
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on the total factor productivity of banks with various estimation methods. The empirical analysis
results show that the development of science and technology finance has significantly promoted the
total factor productivity of the banking industry, that is, the higher the development level of re-
gional science and technology finance, the more obvious the improvement effect on the business
performance of banks. In addition, the differences of industrial structure in different regions play a
regulating role in the relationship between science and technology finance and the total factor
productivity of banks. The higher the proportion of the tertiary industry is, the more significant the
promotion effect of science and technology finance on the total factor productivity of the banking
industry is.
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Figure 1. Connotation of technology and finance
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Table 1. Table of changes in total factor productivity of provincial banks over the years

* 1 BERTEERERHFLEUR

T .
Yit = @ + o, X, + D a;Control! + 1 + &,
i=2

KW, YRR R, MR EAT R R X BRI R R, R A
JEtEbR. Control #/R & /MEHIAL R, o ZKE, | RRENEN, tFRIH, jRRSIEH LR,

o)

A1y 2006~07 2007~08 2008~09 2009~10 2010~11 2011~12 2012~13 2013~14 2014~15 2015~16 2016~17 2017~18 2018~19 2019~20 2020~21 2021~22

b 0.94 1.18 1.25 1.15 1.09 0.94 0.88 1.02 1.62 0.89 1.03 1.04 1.43 1.06 1.32 1.26
PN 1.05 1.05 1.05 0.96 0.94 1.03 0.98 1.00 0.98 1.09 1.01 0.98 1.04 1.08 1.28 1.15
ik 1.00 0.99 0.98 0.91 0.96 0.96 1.01 1.00 1.00 0.99 1.02 1.04 1.03 1.09 0.98 1.05
117G 1.16 0.89 1.02 0.91 0.99 0.93 1.05 0.99 0.92 1.00 0.97 0.99 1.01 1.05 0.98 1.03
NE5H 1.03 0.94 0.98 1.00 0.93 0.98 0.98 1.15 0.92 1.01 1.03 0.98 1.11 1.02 1.07 1.14
LT 0.93 1.02 1.06 0.91 0.92 1.12 1.01 0.95 0.97 0.95 1.04 1.10 1.12 1.09 1.04 0.99
FH 1.00 1.08 0.97 1.01 0.98 0.96 1.03 0.99 0.92 0.94 1.15 1.03 1.01 0.97 1.06 1.10
I 0.98 1.10 1.00 0.92 0.88 0.84 1.01 0.99 0.94 0.99 1.02 1.03 1.06 1.03 0.98 1.01
ity 0.93 1.14 1.33 0.69 0.87 1.39 0.97 0.96 1.09 1.04 0.93 1.55 1.25 1.33 1.08 111
YL 0.98 1.02 1.05 0.99 0.95 1.00 1.02 1.00 1.05 1.02 1.03 1.05 1.01 1.04 1.09 1.06
WL 1.12 0.95 1.09 1.06 0.98 1.23 0.98 0.98 0.97 1.00 1.03 1.08 1.14 1.05 1.02 0.97
G 0.98 1.04 0.95 0.97 0.96 0.97 0.98 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.02 1.02 1.03 1.01 0.98 1.02
fige 1.33 0.39 121 1.18 1.06 0.97 0.94 0.95 0.90 1.00 1.09 1.04 0.95 1.04 1.02 0.92
VL7 0.99 0.96 0.96 0.95 1.00 0.98 1.02 0.99 1.01 1.00 1.01 1.04 1.02 1.01 0.99 1.02
[ITFR 0.96 1.01 0.99 0.96 0.95 0.97 0.96 1.10 0.94 0.98 1.04 1.00 1.02 0.99 1.03 0.98
o] 0.98 1.01 0.93 1.01 0.97 0.94 1.01 0.98 0.99 0.98 1.00 1.06 0.99 1.02 1.05 0.97
biiiEld 1.05 1.02 1.02 1.00 0.97 0.97 1.03 0.99 0.99 1.01 0.98 1.02 1.01 1.03 0.98 1.02
e 0.98 0.93 0.99 0.98 0.92 0.95 1.02 0.99 1.04 0.99 1.02 1.03 0.98 1.01 1.02 0.99
I %R 0.91 0.96 1.03 0.98 0.98 0.99 1.04 0.93 1.14 1.01 1.10 1.05 1.07 1.03 111 1.06
SV 1.00 1.01 1.01 0.97 0.94 0.99 1.02 0.99 0.97 1.02 1.04 1.04 1.01 1.02 0.98 0.96
W 1.09 0.97 1.08 0.90 0.96 1.01 1.02 1.00 0.97 0.99 1.03 1.05 1.01 1.02 1.06 1.03
EE5S 1.05 0.94 1.04 1.09 1.08 1.09 1.10 0.95 0.85 0.96 1.04 1.04 0.97 0.99 1.02 1.05
g 0.96 1.10 1.03 0.88 0.96 0.98 0.99 1.06 0.92 1.00 1.01 1.01 1.02 1.05 1.03 0.99
S 1.01 0.93 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.96 0.99 1.01 0.99 0.98 1.01 1.05 0.98 1.03 1.02 1.04
Py 0.92 1.06 0.99 1.00 0.99 0.97 1.01 0.97 0.97 1.00 0.99 1.06 0.98 1.03 1.08 1.02
[ 0.99 0.99 1.02 0.98 0.97 0.99 1.09 0.93 1.01 1.00 1.02 1.03 1.01 0.98 1.02 1.03
Hl 0.99 0.98 0.97 1.02 0.91 0.98 1.00 1.01 1.01 1.02 1.04 1.02 1.01 1.03 1.06 1.07
HiF 0.99 1.00 0.98 0.90 1.09 0.96 1.01 1.05 0.97 0.99 1.08 1.08 0.99 1.05 1.03 1.06
TH 1.05 0.91 0.96 1.13 0.97 0.99 1.01 0.97 0.94 1.00 1.02 1.07 1.03 1.05 1.04 1.07
B 1.01 1.02 1.03 1.00 0.93 1.00 0.99 0.99 1.03 0.98 1.01 1.00 1.03 1.02 0.99 1.04
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M 2006 % 2022 FFIFHAERKE, WERIMSE ORI AR R8I 1, RWUEZ
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FACE TR RIHES) A4 2 R SRR A 1, HEIm iy 3 B MAS DY B R & ik, R AR AT SYaRTEAH
KA BT H T S HRBCOR LG E . FEMIAIE, B RE DB BIPER RE . AR, X FPE KA H R AR
YERE, BEIGEETREIR . TEBUN “ L7708 BALFF. ZREAE” BURMIHES) T, BATE S 2, AR
POREAWET, FERATWAE R T, SERERWMEEZ EIK, WRR.

3.22. BLERTE

FH SRR R FE 2 (Fintech) R — &= T H, BIEFRHERWRHE SRR R 256 K. B8 2R St
R FEARBIARAR N2 R WAL BAFAE AR AR, SR R P2 T8E G T LA W xR s < RiUR FRE RIS 14
MR T bR L RE S SR A B, I B b T 3R % X R SRl R R AL FE AN R AR . AR &7 A7 1
BORESR, N TRIERBHX BRI EEE, N FEAR BAR bR, PIAHT 70 0 B fa b T T 8 3 2 148
Bk R LT FREALE, 1EN S IXAERT SO Be N R Rl AR DL RARR M i s i [4]. L 2 MK 2 B
MRS T AR . PEHS SORACHES U R X IRAEWE S I, R B Rl R R A B sh ST A 3
Table 2. Changes of the regional science and technology and financial development index over the years
2. EXERREMAREHHETK
X4 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Ai#B 66.8 758 775 86.8 96.3 100.9 114.4 117.0 116.9 126.6 125.1 124.3 135.4 138.5 1455 149.3 153.9
i 187 210 59 50 110 156 250 305 31.4 444 430 441 530 583 621 665 67.0
pud 311 365 225 175 17.1 170 37.0 687 504 56.4 59.8 569 741 784 853 89.6 97.2
ZAL#E 437 53.0 358 175 31.8 161 267 282 218 351 436 447 553 564 589 557 625
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Figure 2. Changes of regional technology and financial development index
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M T R SRl IR R MR, ARER B IX AR T L B S BN AR R IRAE, £ R it
QL RS TR, EEFKBORGI ST, TR X RO R R E IR T, BRI R
. MEEZT, ZRACHIX RS SR A G, PR NS, HErd TR B, S
M, 2011 4E 45 2021 SEIIA], % DXIRBH e iU i R IUIE b TH85%%, X EEA5 3 T BUFRIUT — 251
WO AE T, 780 Bl T BURIE A NAERHL G Rl U8R e b iR i 51 SRR

323 ATEE

Pl 45 g (Structure) s X 35 8] 10 72 S5 e 3k 5 ) DX sk A B AR R 0 IR , 3 T K AR T B A 8 T 4
BRI . AL, AFEATIL R IC R AR 2 R, X FIRE SR B = FL B =R e . AT 70K %
DX 55 = 7 D8 AR o R P A 7 BB R L, A R R X I L 5 A (AR AR

3.24. {EHILTE

AT RS B R R G R JE ST ARAT L A B FRAE PR SR AR FA LA, A b B B R G R K
SFZAMOIAD R R . ARSI S TR SREA TR EAE B, A HOCER, R R R AT T O
BE[S]. DRI s el AL 6

(1) JFIBCRE S (Open): BEEZ G — AL MHERE, FREERAT A AL BB K, IRZI0 T
WARAT I BE = St i o TR, B 52 5 2 15 1 SR A0 mT e A S AR AT Ml 1y B A 0 R 4 T2 3 A 7= e
Koo ALK HEH F5E 5 i 5 E Py AR 7= SUE (GDP) ) HuAf et & o 4 UK F 6

(2) BRMIRBL(CPI): @ ARITIE NG G A R0, HISE RS AR L Hia T B AT HER . A
K548 T S R HR L (CPI B K R Ay 0% T PR BE A 7 A8 o

(3) 4RhFREE(Finance): ZFPRILIEGE 2 RIHRAT S A SRR S, HFRT A4 30, A
MHETE NV ARAT A E R . P DM AEBRAEF R, SHEPNICIR, A CAE ZMBUON 5 GDP )
EE FAE R AL FE T o

(@) FEEEHh(Ltd): ZERDIEEh R, KUK 200 BB, FO AR MG I B R B R W A BB AR R
AL VA AR By 1 B 5 A7k LG A9 1 Sy e i A ] 8 0 O b o

(5) HRAT LB A KA (Growth): 4RATH =R ILAE IR IEEAL, V=Kl H Rt R BT
FERR .

(6) ZTFHEK(GDP): &K BIEIR & B R AT WL I AF S0l 25 USSR T 3 8 P e B, 34k i 5%
WAERAT L A BE = SR R A TR A P2 . AR SGE I %4 GDP KRR B 2 KoK

(7) SATWAR P EEHHD: AEDARAT MRS, a4 s 7 SRR 4= it kg, (Bd
KT G AE AR . B SR I, A QA R RS I, AR T RRIE SR, I
SO T M ETIE A E . 7EME % Chong R AW TR EEA b, A FUR RS IE /R - By 248450
(HHI) R A B ARAT ML 4 P RE[6] [7]0 iZARHUR I T HAT LI SE S FERE, B, S5k PIIE: K2,
TEA IR . ARPRIE T IR S AT AEARAT LR P B B0 T AR, AR AR R

n bank. 2o 2
HHI:jZ_;[banking_]totalj :,-Z:;(Sj) @

FESL, n AR E MARAT I A B . ARk UG, ASCHREARATIOITA BB 2. b 8 SR 2243
i, KGHTVEARZON ARG EE KRB EART . B ERT . + KA E RO S 8RAT (5
SRBARAT) TR ARAT R AR AL, AR Z R SR . Bk, AP n EBREN 5. MK
A EARBTR . FFSHIE UES I 3.
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Table 3. Variable names, symbols, and definitions
#=3 TEEM HSREX

AR E R AR B4R 5 A e L
WA & SEFRETER TFP BT B R A =2
O R REAR B FHE SRR Fintech FAE R R R TR
AR FeNk R Structure FE=r2kr ME 5 GDP L E
2K GDP %4 GDP K% — 4 [H GDP K&
UABEIN: CPI %48 CPl fg iy K&
SRS Finance %4 Rl 5 GDP Eh i
A & FFBOR Open HEH AR GDP [ LLE
BT Ltd PERRIAT K
WRE K Growth FAERUT R I K A
AT HHI FREATI AR E

3.2.5. BEKIE

TEREAIE 7T, A 7835 B [ 5 PG AR 6 30 AN AE A Fext %, CAIEAS FoRHS & il R B KT
BT FE ) (8] 5 5 A 2006~2022 4F. HHF 25044 0 7 2006 4F [ A4 2 B & ddE, B EZTE 2006 45 3)
TR A RSB R, R R AR AR 52 N 2006 4.

FERAE R T, BATIEARA B IIE T BB GiH4E % Mok G BEARNUASCE $odE Kk B %
BT IX SRR B AN RGTEHEHRE R B 54 R AT AP RIS S W BH R A S FR bR A )
KIET (P ERMEHARERY M CGERHEARTAERY « FraEdEIE CPIREUA%E S 2006 FM 4% KT

4, SRS
4.1. EVFERS T

FETT FE AR ESCHE 23 M 2 1, 18 AT 55 R P A R A B AT Tl AR F AR AR 06 DASG TE St £ T A
ST B SCIR DB, A3 LLC R i/ oy SRR 6 1 TR o A 4 R SR T P 91 2 BT P AR
Ve, N JE SRR AT R TR AL TSI .

PR, T EWIRIE] T AW TR AR A . T OO EEREAS AR [ R XE DL B R o iR U,
ARICR I 53 2 (Hausman) f 46, Xt Bt AL SOSE AT T3E RONEEAT SR GEVPAli, DR HELE 36038 A A TT A0 [l A A6
it

%4 H(1)551(2) vl stata X PUARAS RIS A AR BOREEEAT [BRWETT, R AR R f X Bm o 4 5 3
BEATRZIE, DARRARIA R 5 22 R IR 22 AR RS RAG IR, BT8R AR R 1 e 6 (1 B A
B, HAFHIA P {E2N 0.5537, X —Z5 5 AN LB L8 BEHLRONAE Jy IARCEOH R 1R 1) SRR e, A STk sE
R AR BE LR S AR A N W AR o AR RIS, T ATt SN R SRR A, AR B e g
TR P AT BEAFAE R 7870 78 o T A A SR PR R RO 00, W e S i A5 7R RT3 s 3 58 7 5 N\ A 22 ) XS

ISR NI SR ), AR T &R A RIS A, IR ERR M Gl
WA T H 5 1T, DA BRI TR0 JS RN . AR, BRSNS T AR i, B
AT REAF AL B AHORNE e fL . DR RN P 2B PR Al R T £ AR B e A, AR St — D R A R 4
JENENZAS TR, DIYIFE SO R 2% (7 BT HEZE N 308 SN RG M 5T Fe ik 4 2R
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S TSR A (Y S A B e T

T .
Yy =y +a, X + Y a;Control] + 1 + ¢, (3)
=2

BN (SRR E a0 T

T _
Y, =+ a, X, +Y, , + ZajControIi{ U+ &, (4)
j=2

AL T FRAS TOARCBE Y, B TARCRE Y J I 6 2 ) Pl Ol b SR M S N B HUE B IR .
Anderson 1 Hsiao JyAb 3 py A= P4 ] @il & 1 22 0 AR iR [8],  Kiviet W51 N T I R 40148 & 1 A/ —
FeL(LSDV) [9], FE] SUHEALHGMM) AL 45K, Arellano A1 Bond £EHIAT Y 254> A8 Bk 70 () kAt E, 4%
i 7 24> GMM (FD-GMM) [10], Arellano 1 Bover 7E T ABFFL I EEAY 1, HE—204 & 7 SUEANTH1
Wit, F4EE T /KT GMM FIIER 2% GMM (Level-GMM. OD-GMM) [11], B4k, Blundell #1 Bond %}
SeRT W R IEAT T 4R E AT, FAEICEAL B JE T R4 GMM (SYS-GMM) B, {H2, I8 XA
SCERE AT, FRATRTLLE 2, BEARNE Z AR 777 2, FESCUE M7, #0152 LRGSR 7T 3.
KRN, 586MZES GMM FIZKF GMM LL, RFE GMM 7ERFEEE 77 A 5 5% ek, I
Hr 3 20 EHE B . STk, ASCEEMRKFTRENL AR B A0 A6 v i it b, 20 R T
AR AR R P ) R 48 GMM T E TR AL B . BART S, 8l —F BA OGRS AR (1)3R15 P (A%
/T 0.05 IIEE R, T B B A ISR AR (2) W iR P B KT 0.05, 3 P TG0 46 3L [R] SCRE 1 R 2 4 351 ]
AR BRI 8. IBAh, Hansen t 46 i) 45 IR R HAE KT 0.05, #— Ik T R4 GMM 1
THEAEARR AR & A S AR G THE R~ 4 FAIR) AR

Table 4. Panel model test results
4 ERIRBERRER

e (1) ] 5 A R (2) BEATLTHAR 20 (3) &4 GMM
—0.213843"
TFPL1 (1.82)
Fintech 0.0008763 0.0012384™* 0.0024874™
(1.13) (8.55) (2.36)
CPI —0.0055139™ —0.005625™" —0.0082874™"
(~2.54) (-3.55) (-5.32)
GDP 0.0003837 0.0001409 0.000421
(-0.38) (0.29) (0.34)
0.1458348™ 0.1363948™* 0.1511294™
Growth (-9.29) (-15.6) (-4.54)
HHI 0.0380329 0.108298™ 0.5907445™
(0.41) (3.78) (3.44)
Ltd —0.0643872 0.215354 0.2251223™
(-0.74) (1.13) (2.15)
Hausman-test 0.7122
AR (1) 0.035
AR (2) 0.201
Hansen-test 0.860
R? 0.2309 0.2488
VE: FESASRIN tEM [, 7L N O BIRIRTE 1%, 5%, 10% 0K R, MRS R P{E, FE.
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Table 5. Mechanism analysis
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Fintech 0.0001243 0.0022548"
(-0.22) (-1.76)
Structure —0.0001488 —0.0005036
(-0.26) (-0.44)
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P ~0.005107" —0.0068465™"
(=3.66) (-7.76)
0.0001599 0.0004145
GDP (0.28) (~1.08)
0.1374354™" 0.2227645™"
Growth (-15.72) (-3.84)
HHI 0.1072167" 0.7489854™*
(3.23) (6.85)
Ltd 0.0390578" 0.2114358™"
(1.94) (3.29)
AR (1) 0.029
AR (2) 0.229
Hansen-test 0.815
R2 0.2541
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43, REMRE

SAEENAEE R AT G, ASHERE TR 7 PR R B B3, R SRA 1 REALSOR AN 30 45 T AR
R, A3 SRR LEBARIE M, W DAEMIASCA R AR . vt DR TE, E R
/NZIRVA(GLS), Ao NG FE A (AN 5 PR E V8 D) B e i 5 AT i 4 A ™ R Z [ B R IGEAT T &
2RI TSR i D P i i 20 oY EB N =i N < N i ek e P P | B e S N DR B i
5 EIIE R G Al AR AT M 4 B AR P R SR T I AEAN[R] 22 5 R X 3 1) 85 3k o P 1k e T AR 22 5

(1) 1) b BT R PRI AR, HA5 SR BER AN A S R AR i k5
R — R AERE N . B8RS RN 6 P

Table 6. Generalized least squares estimation regression results
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Table 7. Results of regional subsample regression
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