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Abstract

Drawing on panel data from 41 cities in the Yangtze River Delta (2011~2023), this paper establishes
an indicator system to assess rural revitalization. Through spatial econometric analysis, we investi-
gate the spatial interdependence of digital financial inclusion on rural development. Results demon-
strate a marked tendency for spatial clustering in the region. Crucially, digital inclusive finance acts
as a dual engine: it propels local development while simultaneously fostering positive externalities
in adjacent areas through spatial diffusion. To leverage this mechanism, we recommend enhancing
regional coordination, reinforcing digital infrastructure, and promoting deeper industry-finance in-
tegration to bolster the rural economy. The impact of digital inclusive finance on rural revitalization
exhibits significant spatial heterogeneity, with central cities predominantly demonstrating a “locally-
driven, competitive pattern”, while peripheral cities display “significant spillover and collaborative
development” characteristics. In the Yangtze River Delta region, the promoting effect of digital inclu-
sive finance on rural revitalization shows a dual-threshold effect. As the development level of digital
inclusive finance continues to rise, its marginal promotion effect on rural revitalization presents a
“decrease-then-increase” U-shaped characteristic.
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2. BRSHSMRER/E
2.1 BFEEERT 2 FHRAMA B SN AE]

SRR M0 B SAE T LB RAESGE . B AEEZYEH b, 110 e i B3I A0 vl Rk it
YRR S . ARG, R IX PR ER B (E AR R AN TS L A5 A S R R N e
HRIWEE, B4 7 2Rk R S RAERT. B EeilE B T HoR 585 B e R R ST,
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KA R U BRSO iR A, SR E AT RARRE, B Eemreg X
SRR S RN A SR 2 B B AR A S, LRI T ) L I A9 8 A7 A R A O A
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3. Wt
3.1. FEIBFFEE

(1) BifERA . 2 MRMEETEH (rural)

FEFRPRIEE L, A% F ROPI[5]125(2025) F12= 95 [6] (2025) 25 M 7T, 45 &K =M XEURE, g
TR Telk. R 2R RE AT RGNS AT R R WK LR, ISR BEZOR e
BRI H K = X 40 NIRRT 2 MR M R B IE .

Table 1. Rural revitalization evaluation index system
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(2) HZOfFRARE: i HEe R (digital).

TEFRYE [ 7145 (2020) R 78 kit |, 30— 20 At S MRAR IR [4] 25 (2025) (s, B (bt R 28 i 4
RilE %0(2011~2024 7)) Frid b s, o RAGTREER DL 100 #HAT 2N, 1EAETI B e R R KT
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3.2. BERESHER ST

UK = AHIX 41 NIRTT 2011~2023 4 ) AR B A1 9 SRR FUREAS o R Lo A2 B0 18 L UK
By SR FT RO R AT BT e R R A AR SRS EUE B A H 2011 = 2024 SFERIZHE TS
githsy), S8 CPESHEE) (PR 2 Giras) UM g EMBUF ST A ). #xE4
PR BAE SR DL, IE R E AT S A . BRI EAG TR AETE LK 2,

Table 2. Descriptive statistics results of variables
2 WEHEAMFEITER

A g R e ML AE ¥iE i w/MA RKME

b R B rural 533 0.717 0.054 0.626 0.955
O fRRE A B digital 533 2.223 0.831 0.271 3.732
A Inpgdp 533 11.119 0.600 9.219 12.237
urban 533 0.400 0.208 0.107 1.000

afe 533 0.109 0.041 0.034 0.258

ind 533 0.459 0.085 0.234 0.752

mys 533 9.064 1.338 5.673 12.13

DR 3T 7 B R = A X 2 AR 223 (B DRI, A4y 3 2 [A]3 J AE (SARY) L A i5%
ZE T (SEM) A2 [] A FEAR AR (SDM) = Fof 2 ] T B A AR R FU AR B 1024 W i E O, AR RSB E QT R

rural, = 3, + oW xrural, + g digital,, + 8,Contral, + ¢, (1)
rural, = S, + g digital, + g,Contral, + z4,; 26, = AW - g, + &, (2
rural, = B, + pW xrurall, + B digital, + 8,Contral, + W -digital, + 8,W -Contral,, + &, (3)

Hrr, rural, #or 2 FIRMK EAREL  digital, RonBE S EERE L  Contral, AR, HIEAUT
R JE/KF(Inpgdp)~ 3 BLE (urban) . BUR SR J1% (afe)s 25 == k&b #i(ind) AT AN F1HE A (mys); A
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WG A RNTRZEREG g NHHLRZE D

3.3. FWEWNEIRERIRE
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E:é
=
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4, SCIEER DR
4.1. HEBHEXYH
) FH 22 5% R 25 A FR 40 R 6F 2011~2023 4F K = 5 Hb X B 3 B G Rt 2 2 b P 3R D4 OKF 1) 4 R
Moran’s | #4741, FHCAVEAS LA A L BEME Rl . ¢ 3 S5 R0, WRBENIBEINAE 1%EE/KFETE
FONIE, 7R R B AE R s (AR 5 R SR R A A, 3 B AT JiE S R RN A

Table 3. Measurement results of global Moran’s |
3. EREZIEHMNELER

e SRR R IR HL K A A A
Moran’s | P{A Moran’s | P1{E
2011 0.515 0.000 0.690 0.000
2012 0.468 0.000 0.618 0.000
2013 0.507 0.000 0.632 0.000
2014 0.494 0.000 0.643 0.000
2015 0.527 0.000 0.677 0.000
2016 0.546 0.000 0.631 0.000
2017 0.509 0.000 0.671 0.000
2018 0.536 0.000 0.678 0.000
2019 0.511 0.000 0.681 0.000
2020 0.502 0.000 0.646 0.000
2021 0.515 0.000 0.669 0.000
2022 0.495 0.000 0.695 0.000
2023 0.521 0.000 0.710 0.000

4.2. ZBEEHEEEAERE

RIS AP EE SRR, XA R T LM, Wald & LR #56 PUHE Rt . % 4 45
FEIR, LM-lag 7 5%/K-F R 835, U B R[] i 25 RE DR AR 8 5 15 22 T 2 (AR 598 LM-error N 3%,
{2 Wald 5 LR & 567E 5%/K~F T 2 #3540 SDM [ A ARLE AL 1 5B s, RS BT K46, K,
7 B R L AR IR R A N e 8 HTHESE.

Table 4. Test results of spatial econometric models
4. DA ERUNEIER

L AR WIS = it P1E
LM-spatial lag 4.322" 0.038
LM 0% . .
Robust LM-spatial lag 4.453 0.035
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LM #5536

Wald £ 56

LR f555

LM-spatial error
Robust LM-spatial error
Wald lag
Wald error
LR-spatial lag

LR-spatial error

1.966
2.098
6.61™
8.67™
12.82™
30.37"

0.161
0.148
0.010
0.003
0.046
0.000

UL O RIEROR 1%, 5%, 10%/KFEEE, SERME .

4.3. ZBEMRRBEVILERIH

PRI 5 a5 1) 73 A (R SEAE AR ST S A (R [ R RO BEE N HEAT SRR . SR B R, I (A [
JE NI BAT e i R? (W4 5), ARIUEMEBDE . EfEHAR RS, Bt E ettt 280
£ 19X B8 ENIE, IESEH K =/ 2 FIRM I MEHEAE ], BBt H1 et E /S DARAIE . 22D,
BT U B B 0 (R AL AR SR B, Bl e R R ECN 0.024, E[EITRECN 0.020,
HIE 10%K-F 83, R R RERTT 1A 2 MG IR AT, T B AR X

WA T B IE [ A (R AR RN, (R H2a AL

Table 5. Baseline regression and spatial panel model estimation results

5. BELES=EERERANEYTER

" SDM 7!
7 \%
1) ) ®)
diaital 0.029"* 0.017* 0.024™*
g (44.75) (13.51) (4.41)
Inoad B 0.001 ~0.004
pgdp (1.51) (-1.32)
urban B -0.002 0.006™
(-0.34) (2.37)
afe B -0.013 0.029"
(-0.71) (2.19)
ind B -0.058"" ~0.005
(-5.23) (-0.6)
v B 0.581** 0.070"™*
Y (21.22) (71.31)
W  digital - — ((’iogg)
W = Inpgdp — — (__0002031)
W *urban - - ?dolool)
W = afe — — (gé)é%
W *ind - - (__010124(;
W *mys — — (060607?3
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e
FEA 533 533 533
A 41 41 41
R2 0.8031 0.9309 0.9095

E: SNz Gt

4.4, T3 EIR 5 ik

D HE B U P2 Ky A T 2 AR IR S TR F AL, A SR i sl v A R i 8 i AT 70 A »
TN L BN 5 (RN o 3 6 85 R S7n, Moy B il i BN ]88 e e RN B AE 5%
K ERFENIE, 2P fRdE A B AL BOERME. XU AR =AM, B e
RUANOOE S SRR BB 23R ST AR Rk S5 B A, ARSI AL 2 R, SRR BB S
PN BE Y F) S PR B AR AN A B AT, AR DI A S 3 IR 1 A (R A T R X RIR Bl R K R A
.

Table 6. Decomposition results of spatial spillover effects
F= 6. ZoIE)H AR B9 97 BRLE SR

A HHN (BRI SR
digital 0.024™* 0.023" 0.047""
g (4.48) (1.96) (4.51)
noad ~0.005" ~0.001 ~0.006"
pgap (-1.70) (-0.29) (-1.73)
urban 0.007" 0.001 0.008
(2.31) (0.17) (1.02)
afe 0.030™ -0.021 0.008
(2.11) (~0.59) (0.23)
g ~0.007 -0.019 ~0.026
(~0.68) (~0.94) (-1.36)
s 0.070"* 0.007* 0.077"
4 (70.33) (2.97) (30.30)

FEFEH AR R, AR N B B BN 5 (MR RN (R e B2 2, IESE T NI BEAAEHER) Xtk 2
FHRMERBI P R A (. MILLZ T, QBRI X 2 MR 2R 2 1 0 BN, AT RE R

BRI A A b 22 55 1 A R B 5 R A S 1 2 A R o TG 28 L BURF SR 77 B J B8 = P b 5 4 1 2 1)
S AN R 2, b, SRR AR SR 0 P T B I 1 1) LN R AN, = A 2 R 4R S
ORI W S R A B AR A

45. EMALE

HI T 2 R R S KT B i3t X S S EE R A e, By i Al S 2 AR Z IAIA7 AR X 1) AR X
Wro NGMENENE R, A SRR [4]145(2025) ik, AERTHG 1 0. 2 39140 3 IR A A
NTRAR, @A RIS, £ 7 WSHESREY, 51N 2 FIRM 5 T 2 i 2 &
G, BTE RS REUKRES T LR ENIE . X —RIESE 7855 BRI 2 AL A
ARPEEIERIE RS2, N B IAE K = A X HES) 2 7 b K R AR AR
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Table 7. Endogeneity treatment results
7. MEMAEER

AR i BN G239 FSY YN
L1 rural 0.019" 0.005 0.024"
= (3.36) (0.49) (2.14)
L2 rural 0.018™ 0.002 0.020"
- (3.30) (0.17) (1.89)
L3 rural 0.017" 0.001 0.018
- (3.15) (0.11) (1.58)

T L1, L2 A L3 70wl onifi e 11, e 2 SIA S 3 30

4.6. REMHRE

NIRRT S5 SRR ARNE, BT =75 AT RS — 2 B 4 (B HERE o RH R R B R (WD)
A H BB B O (W2) B e e B S B BE B R, SR E R, B i e Rt ) AN AN 2 N IR, R A
[ 2R Bt 2, R W] AR AR AR, S A5 (R R R g s R B s AR i, 2R T R KT 1 ik
R A RAK . B G, digital O RBUIR G VL, HAt P A B ich R A SRRt =248 2
AbFE L 0T R R BN SRR EOR T RIS 1% 482, 2 BRI )5 BRTlTh . 3 8 14
RATCUE Y, B R 2 A IR AR R I By i Ra f ik

Table 8. Robustness test results
< 8. FREMAINER

B e ) B R Bz A

TR — — Y b
A1 Bz Hh 3 AR R (W1) s Hb i A B (W2) SRR KT

didital 0.016" 0.019"* 0.013" 0.024™*
g (2.89) (3.55) (2.01) (4.48)
Pl AR = & 2 &
» 0.196"* -0.111 0.051 0.107
(3.31) (-0.58) (0.73) (1.54)

) 0.001** 0.001** 0.001"* 0.001"*

o (16.25) (16.34) (16.34) (16.21)
R? 0.9048 0.8607 0.9267 0.9152

5. H—E o

51. REMESH

HRIEA =S — PR R AR 1 7 S, KK =S X 41 NI 2 Ol i 5 AN T R, it
— IR B B GRS ARG A R p . b, B IRt B WO Z9M . B, AT
M T M FE W B JEIAE 13 AN AR I, HARI ORI . B 9
AV AL FEARE Y I FE A (B VA S5 R AT, Ky 2B et 2 AR BRI R = DX A PR Lo i 5 A BB T
Z IR B R . AR E I, O 8 i e A R H O 0.102, T AhETT 0.084
R HL R SRR A AN 2 A A SR IR B HEAE AR DT S i, X AT RS T 5B Y
By SR BN SR K PR BE S R T AR, AR TRIE RO b, A LT 1 TR i AR 2 0,166,
AT E TR VI 6 o et e N B el L R i S VA SN s s P e = e3P 4
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Sk 5 CRIR AR AR E S ey, SR D T P (R A R AN . JU N EE B, A5 (A) E Il H 55 p B AR
AR S: POIRTTE p N-0.472, BFEN, TN p WY 0.651, B2 VIE. XERHIHIIK
T 18] ) 2 1) AU AFAE A B 22 5 oo i 8] 7T BE PRI DR R 5 Sy T B “ MEIRORORE” B “SEBR R, &
Tk [ TP PN E AR A VRS S R A I S eul 1) 7= P 0 T S R & N7 EiY-a 2 <) S/ = 112 o B
LI T E 2RI “AMIRS) . SEFAER T, TN R “Hi R W FAR” K%L .

Table 9. Heterogeneity test results: central cities vs peripheral cities

9. HULIT SINEIRT R BRI AR

i bk SIS
digital 0.102* 0.084™"
(2.97) (5.72)
w it oz o
PR i "
5 2 i I
p -0.472" 0.651™"
(-4.11) (12.30)
N 169 364
R? 0.826 0.802

5.2. "MK 4

DL B b o ISR B, 5T 500 7% Bootstrap flEEZ B[ TR XU [ THE S = RS RR
AT, DA S W 73 B 4 ot 4 = f L X 2 AR DS M 1 T IR AE . FR % 10 WT 0, 207 B 4 miul
o7 E TSR IS S, P EIITE 1%/K°F F B2, BN B Gt 2 MHE Y s fE e R et
FHE. w038 11 piow, BB AN T I1E, 4304 0.6816 A1 3.0733,

Table 10. Threshold effect test results
5 10. MR HRIEEE R

it FE PH L
10% 5% 1%
BT THE 62.25 0.000 20.561 24.211 31.567
RUEE [ IHE 31.84 0.000 13.322 15.218 19.129
=HEHE 13.12 0.390 18.794 20.669 23.761
Table 11. Threshold value estimation results
F 11 NREMRITSER
WEHES 95%E {5 X [A]
0.6816 [0.6357, 0.6357]
3.0733 [3.0474, 3.0848]

712 ORISR BoR, EAEEE TS B M RACE T, KR =M 2 MR et
VEFIEIAE 1% MK T &3 . BEERCT I G RAR RACT IR T, X 2 FHIRM 1 b it 2008, S 30 H
“OREE, JERITET U BT AR AR B R EE T8 B B, B digital <0.6816 I, HOGS

=l
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SR B BRI RHER, BIERECN 0.033; HEE S E MR LR, B TP N M
Biit, B 0.6816 < digital < 3.0733 I, [A1)3 R E([% % 0.016, AFRERERINIRTS; AT B ARl
TSR B, B digital >3.0733 BF, [BIHRECH PRI, 09 0.018. HHULAT A, HTf EE
X SRR AAAE XU TR, RIBE & 27 e Rl 5E T, o 2 MRS R 21 H
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