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Abstract

The article utilizes balanced panel data from 16 Chinese commercial banks spanning from 2007 to
2022. It empirically examines the impact of economic policy uncertainty on the performance of
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commercial banks using the least squares method. Results indicate that: (1) Economic policy un-
certainty is negatively correlated with the performance of commercial banks. The greater the
economic policy uncertainty, the lower the bank operating performance will be. The results of the
study remain robust after various robustness tests as well as endogeneity tests using dynamic
panel models and instrumental variables. (2) Heterogeneity analysis reveals that in highly com-
petitive, less risk-resistant, non-state-owned, and smaller-scale banks, economic policy uncer-
tainty intensifies the negative impact on the performance of commercial banks. (3) Mechanism
analysis shows that the proportion of non-interest income helps to mitigate the negative impact of
economic policy uncertainty on the operational performance of banks, while the non-performing
loan ratio significantly reinforces this negative impact.
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1. 5I8

IEER, FEMIN ST BRI MR R % . ZPF K AL . B BR S 5 35 AR AL RN b S i IR &5 it
BE RIS HBOE . WBUBCR R L BUR S — R PS5 O 1 ORI A Br R R A Rase . SR,  BURFTE R
FFP AN DT RERET, R TG A BURIE R BORSUR I RECR AL S5 7 A E Y. 75 %
Tt EEREMNTIIIshE . BRREFERM. BUAE AR E L H A A T T (0 IR 252540 nT g
XA BFBURF= A B RN . A B 5K & 0K e (1260 St P B 8 il AR SRS — @ s, W24
e bRz s AR 7 R . AR, B ELAR S E A 5 R R IS A e ARG . 7E R X
PR B AP AR, o [ U 75 2 4k 8 SR S5 1 bl R ek R B A ek

S8R BUR AN 8 VX B M ARAT = 2R 1) S LR M2 2 7 T, ARAT ARG LRI . XU E AN 2 R e )
G2 T AR IR . M NERMA RGBT T Rafe Emat kK giE s
REBEIER, HEESNM S BE A &Rk REREIT AT RERIE. Bk, KU
FAHEE S BT SR A RSt S, A 73 AR AT T 5K RS . BUR R AN E T v Re S
ORI KR PR S T8 TBUR I 248 L A i i 7 (Ao e M3, kit s m s M AR AT I B P2 . A
TEACERIT S0 A, Kk, ABFBURAN V0T /e H 55 i ARAT Al 2 [ S AT, 5 80 O3S 3 1k
A, BB R R ARAT BRI Al BRI AN A I R R R DR AT I BEAR AR . sl M
FNERHE PR SR, HE—2D IR T RS AN 58 1 1 A 38

SOERMARAT A B SURL A, B IEWT A B BUR AN E M0 B ARAT &8 SO s o A SCE A
E A % 16 FK i dkAR1T 2007~2022 SR 1%, 12 A Baker [1]%5(2016) M2 4 5F BUR A 2 MR 2, R
REATFBORAE X EATIZE ST . SRR, FEELFBORAH LRI, wmlRITmE
ESUSH TR

2. HERERIR
2.1. TR FBERAHEMNAR
BT P T ST B 1 5 SR P AR IR . £E W2, Creal et al. [2] (2017)BF 0k
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N MBERATENE 2 SHRKRE T, IFELFFE R AR RS, AFT25HERIZ1T. Bordo
et al. [3] (2016)H/F 78 A L 28 R BRI E 1 A AR AT BEAAR B DRI G, AT 2 26 [H 22 5 MOR iR h 2 5
Berger et al. [4] (2020)H/f 7T I\ N 28 Fr B AN i Pk 2 i i M ARAT I sh PRt o e se iR e B i e . AEA
KE, T[] (2014) WL RERY], QAFFBERAMEIERIN, Hi%TE GDP. W%, &HEMN
R B BRI FUR B, FER b TRIZ . JEFNE 18 K %2 45 F A i AR B 1 AR Bl X SR 2 35F
PRI . BAh, 2 GFBORANH E MR SR SO ) /R ey, S0 IR 2 AR, BET S 2 A
PR BE, 2R R AT AT K RE[6] [7]. FEROWE T, 28T BCR AN & V1 I 7 32 440 LA
T B B AR T, TR 17 32 AT NP AL i o 22355 R AN 5E TR b T2 R diollonf #5846
WHIFEA, e b I BEah[8]. thhh, BUFTER MY ) B IR LT R R HE R R —.
KU [9155 (2019) I FU A B, 28 TR BUR AN € PR WY S AT it BT RE /0, AT Mk g R S B 3 A e SR
BRI AR AR, SCHES V3R TR S5 55 B, B PoktitE . ER L ERAT SUR, R EEH N
REFEEL BRI BB (R0 RN ZE NS 2 A AT I I ML ARAT Bl PR 7K 3 4
b 5% 4 7 SR HELRU I o T 225 BUR AN 58 138 10 R ML AR AT 2R P A 55 AN SAR 2 GBS T T P 2R RS, A
- BURAT A AR MOAE STk, ANA T ML AR AT RO sh MR B3 [10] (B [E 55, 2020). @RI ik
SCHRIRER AN, R BUR A EVE 2 R A GO 2 55 BRSNS SR 25 1R e«

2.2. AT HIRITEESHTWE RS

H 2008 FEEm LR, & EEe ik R E b, B ERIT SR R, FUSHRAT S E MR Y
M) BT 25 (R 90 By 4% 1R 2 3 B 7 B o ESX U7 T, SRR AE[11] (2011) i85k xof [ P R AT F0 [l 41 S EARAT W 7T
R, ARREARAT ROR I R 2 2 S E SO ARAT S5 KBS I . PR SRR . RAT IR A R BEEK
RA U RAFDE: M HARAT BRI E E N RO IHERE,. EERITHE, SRRERE. &%
Lol A RDERESE . 735k, EFHW[12]5 (2014 RN AR, R IF I & R A S PR AT DUsZ e il AR AT
UG 5EAT 9, BRSO I, TR S AR T SRk T, SR TSI BE I & R A o I AR AT
MG GAT A 5 BB . SR, 75 SRR R o v MV ARA T 38 T s AN e 1, BRI A s I AR AT S
DIBECHE £ SR, R 52 RS 5 U AR I RE M o 22 55 BUSR ANBf 2 P (0 38 0 AR T R M AR AT BRI,
R ) R — 8 N FRUSER A 1 AR AT R0 23R R R IR 2 e B 9 B IR [13] (B K & 2022). th4h, £ HXK[14] (2020)
FIFEAA PRFFIECR 19— SO AR e P AT ARSI D BUR AR e 5 R [ XU, AT SR AR ERAT BRI R % .
R, RGP T 32 3858 BE % SRMARARAT ORI BRI

R SCHRAG AR SCHF T 3 A, (E W AU B RNER L 2 Ak R TS R AR AT 4278 R 5 22 BT
SR A 1 P90 S MR R 3R AR, X2 5 R AN 14 (0 52 e =5 R AR/, T B )2 S I i L ARAT 488 SR
HESMNBAIRR R —. Hik, ASCUARIRITEE SO T, R S5 BOR A 2 X i R AT 4
BOUIAR . BN E A M E IR R, (HEZX B AR L i R
3. MR
31 BFRBERTHEN SR RITHN

MR 435 ZE[5] (2014) IR i b AR, LB BUR AN € 2 4] GDP. #0582l D g K,
e E AT . TR E B BER ARSI T, B RAT B LB RS, DS A € M
HoRIIBRE . MR AL MIRE, BARATIE BT« DR (E 00T MR SR IR S D8 5 S AU,
SEGR BN AT PRR[10], AT b tds . IRk, wpARAT AT B I 5 Al 5t 58 & R AR AL, kit
SEURAT I E MR G WA FIRE, BB LTFECEA e, RATEE 2 R BRI M
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PRHAMG, SR BRAT DU BURME R, R ORIF — s Wt X (R IR PR ARAT UL KT o ST, SR B DR %
e 2 WG E AN EE[15]. 5350, WHATWNEHIRE , LF ARE BN, RAT DL RCR S o0 /)
WNZBBFEAR, N T IRFFRLIA R E & R RAERIR IO, (RHESRAT IO Z e KT3I [16]. 2T itt, A
SR

H1: ZR5FEURANHE V2 i ARIT S 5 Tt

3.2. ZFBURTE MR 7l SR TSR ALEI 53 4

RN . ZETFER AN E P2 0 VAT AR AR R AT S fELTFEn T, ESKHE —
FRYNBHOR AR LTE, LU BOR A E 1 7T BE 208 T30 R s AN BRAR R P AR 50, Aolb i W o 7™ 2
MIAEENE, AN, SR PERIN TR, BRSO BRAT A ORIRIKIR K, Tk
ARARAT HBEASRAIF R, Bk, AT 4 TN IR TE K R A B A ARFE N RAT X A% G 22
WO B 55— N SRIE, RAT AR ISON o B B s, BE W BTG A7 DR 22 IR AR [1 7], R st BRAT 2 oAb iON
PRI M BE B P 25T AR [18] (202L) W AU A BLAR RIS 1SN S AN RE 0% 42 i B i o5, fie ik
PATWN Z TP I3RTE, BETEINERAT BRI RS E M. BT 0k, ASCHe th i R :

H2: ZE5FBUR AN E P 2l I 8 AR AT AR O 5 PR G2 BR-AT 48 S R %

RN AR . QBRI 2 MARAT IS AR BE ). FELTRREN, AT REGRE LT, W
A RO SECP EERAT AR TN EZER R —[19]. ) WkRE, SFBERA#E
PESXF 2 BE BT AR G A 52, AT AL AR AT L Z805F R AT AT 3 XU 1S <5 .- £ 1 [6] (2019)
I ARLNE DESG LAY, LB EUSR AN RE X 2 M2 B a7 i ooty IR Al (R 20 AU o 53 4
¢ el RO AP RE Ve 2 R L B 435 AN AR, 3 s B IR, AT R B ki 29 [20], S BURAT A R GTRR
MR 5, MHRAT XS AR, AN E I 24 m i M ARAT A0S ROTERER,  th RIARAT i (35
ZIREEIEIN, TSR T BRI, AT R IR SR SR A RS, TS BB Sk,
JEAVRRAT T s 148 3 U AR AR ™ IRz [21] o T, AR SR Hh R -

H3: Z5F BRI E VEI S N2 S EBRAT IO RGTE BT, AT BAS AT 48 ST TT
4. BB, JRESTE
4.1, {EBKE
4.1.1. EEEFER

ONRITSELE B BURANH & P D ARAT 278 SUSRISE 0 ) B, A ST 40 e v (] U A 2 .

Score, =@, + &, EPU, + B,CV1, +B,CV2, +&, )
S, BRI T AR § RSP BIAR BT RI4E B, Score B T AT T BMLARAT A B S0, EPU
NGFFBERAMENER R, CVL NRARIT 2 1 (il 22 8, CV2 NE MR I il 22 &, e NBENLIL
NI SRR TR U, B AR PTROR S I SO 535k, BT LB A E R
HOB I [E ARG, A7 P I 18] RN 2 i il 20 IR, I 98 28 R IOHRAN A 7€ AT 8] 1 J5 F) A2 B ox i 4R
T GURIIREN,  DREA SOR P20 I 18] 20N o
4.1.2. R

NS G BUR AN € XS D ARAT &8 GOSN SE W AT, N7 00N 1 5 RO AR A .

Score;, = o, +, EPU, | +apnir;  + agnir  xepu;  + SCV + p + &, (2

Score;, = B, + BEPU;  + B,NPLR, , + B;NPLR  xepu;  + B,CV,  + &, (3)
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Horr, nir A1 NPLR; Fn AT A B AR R RN |5 L AR R CR , ZEREA(2) (3) %t nirj 5 EPU; ., NPLR;
5 EPU A T AR EE, K O AL B T )7 R R 3 B A LI

4.2. HARERSHIEKIR

ST Hd nT AR R e B, ARG HR 2007~2022 SRR E A B 16 FAAT AT AUREAS, X 16 FARAT
4. AR A, RO E i RAT A BN, B ETRERR, EG
FERAEAE T A ST KRR T . REAIIE I & 2007 SERRGE L. 2012 SEBUMH . LL A% 2015 4
[ S5 G A, BEdE T EE A e R S B BUR A e M Bt Baker Z54 i, Sk B Economic
Policy Uncertainty ‘5 75 13k 2, A SCE I a7 8RR F- 2506 A B e BONSEFE 30, Ngi— BN, Bk
PL 100, ASHiF 70 AT A FH AR 0 55 B0 3 2Rl 1 L 2 2 5000 P A st R A e, v 2 00 0 ok | TR R e i
Jve WbA, AR ER R R A AN, O OREFEURE P Ra A, RO AT 4 R AL B
43 BERIEE

— AR R AR B (Score) . T, VR IT SCEAE A B U R 28 (ROA) B 5F 7~ U 2 26 (ROE) &6 1. — 4R
PRk RN ARAT S [17] (R —1t, 2015). Ak, A Lt 7k 425 FE AR B IS 2 25 L A F A SR PR AR AT 1)
ZEGH . G IREE, GE IR AN S ARAT BRI ST H AR S, T RE4 5 AL I AN R AL AR
ITINAE SR . ALY [22]45(2010). FEIERE[23] (2023)IAI 5T, ZE4 2% REmiARAT B &4 fi L
SRR, KRBT iriE B RIVE. atE. KB, BT RE ) R a3t 9 MR LR
HEMEEGRREARE . B AFERA R SSREAT F b A HE, Rk L HUEI %, AR 4% 1.

Table 1. Comprehensive Performance Evaluation Indicators for Commercial Banks
= 1. BSRITER A ST N 4R

Febrik B Far 27 (%) Fatrer X
Bk A =R ERZINETERNAT PN

B o R .
R FEI E R VR T B
MER =R B A el IS g

ipeaifdd e . .
SRR BT R SRS

A (RRAEHTR + ATEEEER + BIRIELEK)
ENENIE & ANRBE G B PER A
MBI R ARER WK L —F R BV

PEARBE S B 22 4k BEARTE R B A S ARG A% 7 ) B R

BT B RS b e &Iy

TERAT R Ak 5 2547 KMO 1 Bartlett fv 4%, 455278 KMO {i4 0.631, Bartlett fi4 K77
1141.104, WE% p #:L 0, F1H 9 MR E 2 AIELE B EME, B LLAT DLEAT R T2 Wi b s 4078 580
Fro ¢ 2 Son g = ANEFEAE W 2 561, Bl 7 25945 73.284, J7 2 5Tk 79 51 25.435%..24.607%. 23.242%,
BT 3 AN AL o] LA B RAT I 255 G
CRAEA AT PR PE TR, PERART. PEBRAT. BT KRG HIRART: BT WRE

17 RAHUT BERAT. JEREUT. POIAYT . REHIT, PREUT: =FKIWMATrAT: JET8T. BRET. TIEAT.
Zhttp://www.policyuncertainty.com/.
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Table 2. Total Variance of Explanation

=2 BMENDAE

VIR SRR 7 e B
Mg B BEESL R Mib EESK Rif%  MIF FEEA Ritw

1 3.014 33.493 33.493 3.014 33.493 33.493 2.289 25.435 25.435
2 2.212 24.580 58.073 2.212 24.580 58.073 2.215 24.607 50.042
3 1.369 15.211 73.284 1.369 15.211 73.284 2.092 23.242 73.284
4 0.784 8.708 81.993

5 0.730 8.116 90.108

6 0.319 3.548 93.657

7 0.239 2.653 96.310

8 0.214 2.379 98.688

9 0.118 1.312 100.00

MR 3 ek Ju I 1Rk 0

P1=0.056 x 1 -0.030 x 2—0.229 x 3 — 0.284 x 4+0.352 x 5+0.438 x 6+0.233 x 7+0.016 x 8 —0.020 x 9
P2 =0.060 x 1+0.117 x 2 — 0.247 x 3 — 0.024 x 5+0.109 x 6 — 0.151 x 7+0.412 x 8+0.419 x 9
P3=0.361 x 1+0.417 x 2+0.461 x 3+0.041 x 4 — 0.020 x 5— 0.133 x 6 — 0.069 x 7+0.079 x 8 —0.027 x 9

Table 3. Matrix of component score coefficients

3. MO BN REAERE

1 2 3
X1 0.056 0.060 0.361
X2 —0.030 0.117 0.417
X3 —0.229 —0.247 0.461
X4 —0.284 0.000 0.041
X5 0.352 —0.024 —0.020
X6 0.438 0.109 —0.133
X7 0.233 —0.151 —0.069
X8 0.016 0.412 0.079
X9 —0.020 0.419 —-0.027

FER R T RIE MR -, AR 707 Z5iME T R E RE K

P =(P1 x 25.435 + P2 x 24.607 + P3 x 23.242)/73.284

a, BRFAAT & A LR EE AT E AR R A E SRS Y.

TRAZERAZ B (EPU) . 25T BUR AN E ML LR A 1 Baker S5 A\ 25 il AT 40, 1248 Hod L (re
HERLIRD) BT I A R S 2 BUR AN E MR AT IR Ge vt $2 W SCAS 7 Wi SR04 1 0 R ) ) P24
P, A ZREOMOR, Ul B2 B BUR AN E PR .

SRR, BARGEE 1) JERIRIN S EENIR) . AT AERLE WSO S BN I EUAR A AR R
AR AR AT SO BT AR AR A 2 2 PR ERATROR, ERRATRCR IR MR ZER R . 2) A RITFHAENPLR).
TR A [13] (2022) IWTFE, AN R DRk A R A B pi M ARAT i UG AR FHRE /0, B R T ARAT DRk
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WIZRSZRE ST, ZAR PRI OR Ui BARAT B 15 Y XU RBR R, 280 B ISR E

VUi AR . SR NBEAT, $RHERAT 2 0 228 SR0T BE /™ AL S M U ARAT MRS . ALAT 2. BEA
TR ALK EE AR, [R5 8 20 2 WA 5F AT RER oM, Bk — D P B I 3 A0 B o i B (M2)
FEE RN . IRVEST I T R 4:

Table 4. Definition of main variables and descriptive statistics
4 ETETEFENURER MG

Bl AEE X N mean sd min max

£ 8 5130 (Score) (K72 v AR 256 2.06e—09 0.694 -2.810 2716
GUF RN E P (EPU) H1 Baker %5 A\ 4wl 256 3.298 2.392 0.822 7.919
HRAT I (size) RSB E R 256 28.95 1.289 25.05 31.31
FA T L (CAP) PRA A AR AL B P [ e 256 13.13 2.563 5770  30.67
FLAT 2 (lev) RRFENR Y 256 15.75 5.481 7.65 68.26
K414 (gs) TR S 256 0.718 0.1000 0.470 0.907

T BRI 2 (CPI) JE DGTH 2R 2L 256 102.6 1.618 99.30 105.9
M2 1433 (m2) M2 K 256 13.52 5.102 8.100 28.50
FEREMN & B (nir) FERBYNEN N 256 0.247 0.0972 0.0539  0.591
A R OER% (NPLR) T RIS SRR 256 1.413 1.518 0.360 2357

5. SBESRS 54
5.1. EEEYFSH

FEUERN X “ R FFBERATE N ——ATLE SR #ATSIHE . SHIESIRINGE 5 R, &5
SEANA 5E TE(EPU)X i M ARAT 408 SURGE AT W, I HLA(2) B)AEIEHIRAT A E R mAIsEm, 4521
AR . BARTE, QPP BORATE X L ARAT 28 UL R H08-0.204, JFHZEERAW T
1% Z MK RORG S . ATRERIIR A . 35—, ZUFECRAHIE IR sl , 5 mRAT il i <,
FEHARRIFREE GG =, LTFEORINAE VS b A NAERESE5 T AR RS,
P ERAT AR TR SR R B, TS WAL AR 8 SR B RS2 BR AR A 75 23— 0 ORI AN BT FE ok
BEATIGAE, AR NP B BOR AN E X i ML R AT 28 SRS AL ik H1 43 2 5010E.

Table 5. Benchmark regression results

Fe 5. EAEEILE

@ @ (©)

Score Score Score

EPU —0.096*** —0.182*** —0.204***
(0.013) (0.017) (0.018)

size 0.260*** 0.465%**
(0.074) (0.103)

CAP 0.106*** 0.112%**
(0.015) (0.016)
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Continued
Lev —0.032%** —0.033***
(0.007) (0.006)
gs 3.142%** 2.992%**
(0.545) (0.559)
CPI 0.087***
(0.023)
m2 0.013
(0.010)
H RO 0.317*** —10.075*** —25.021%**
(0.054) (2.463) (5.069)
N 256 256 256
R-squared 0.125 0.513 0.543
M % Fx, O RIROR 10%. 5% 1% RE KT, 5 ROV RRR @R RN tE, FHE.

5.2. REMHRE

Table 6. Robustness and endogeneity tests

6. REMRAENRE

BHGFHETTE EHBURRR R EPU i j5 — U] % GMM 2SLS
Score ROE Score Score Score
EPU 12 —0.001***
(0.000)
L.EPU —0.0663***
(0.0193)
L.Score 0.732%**
(0.0925)
EPU —0.00879*** —0.139*** —0.0304*** —0.227***
(0.00114) (0.0211) (0.00775) (0.0226)
_cons —8.165 —0.815** —18.36*** —8.851 —6.197**
(5.163) (0.325) (5.114) (5.670) (2.772)
P AL & YES YES YES YES YES
N 256 250 240 240 240
R-squared 0.425 0.663 0.560 0.503

FE R HE 0] JA v R B2 5 BURANA 2 T R ARAT 228 SR AR B 25 DRI BE I, DA 25 R S AR i
AT 22 T AT R 06 s — 2 SE MR B BURANH 8 MEROR 2 T 1% o A5 5 22 RCPI[8]55 N (2015) K T7 i,

AW TR AR 12 A4y BR8N 4R L 5 BOR AN € PEAR bR .

PP,

L =

MR R . H TR 2 HT

FOR I B I R (ROE) KM B2 51, AU H] ROE F e e il AS s it AT [ml A . S i e AR i
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ITHEE S 50 TSRS R RBOT R IR . 3=, #hIffRAR R G . % ERETBERN AT
K33 o ST, A FUR I e — TP 22 DR BRI 58 PSR P20 5 R, DASE v 7 B 28 7 BORAS
B E PEXTERAT 2B BURI RN . S5 R0 6 Fon, L ZARREIERIS S, B[Rl Ja4as R 534k )
SRR E TS MY — 8, RUIASEARG R E . REWE AN ARSI, R
A R R DL, FEALGRHARS BISCRE, W98 1 RIS SR ] S vE AR 1

5.3. REMRLE

B, ASCHAT TN RS . O 1R RS AR B ORI N AR PRI, A TR I Bh A
ARSI X 45 R AT R I A, B BB A E SUSCRA R E M RNE LU 28 SR MR A, B 248
Mg E S Z BT, HA 8 S3US WA B (N ERAT IR, FLATR)SFEEONBER G R . HIAL
FEE B P IMABR R AL B 208 S e — B, MWESh SRR, RN RS GMM Tkttt %
RN AETER S, ORI LSS R BA AR . R RAR R 6 P, BALRIRSRAA . Hik, A30kia
MY THAARZFRATRY . B85 H PR S5 R AW o, b [ A 2 DR BCRAN & P 5 HAh 5
LU BUR AW REAFAE R R . O T AEASCE R B HE, 30— DB TS R EE[24] (2018) 777,
PR Ja — W) A BRI 3C (8 22 5F BUR AN E PEAE Oy T RAR R, DUy st ) i [ 2 SR EUR AN € PR 52
Wi, LG RIEARLGERMIRAL

54. RS

AR A AT AN RIS BRI 5y, A7 B TR N BRAR AN (5] BRAT 7L T 28 57 BRI A s 2 7 3,
DL HA GG BIRWINARRE . 2 RRY], S8R, PO RS AREA & 1 UL RSB
MITEOL T, PP B E EX FLARAT 208 SO T A SN i o B2 o SRR T 45 RAE 7 FroR .

BT SRR L B . 2 W [21] (2019) IR, A SCR AR S5 18 R 1R B i B ARAT 52 /KT
LRI, oA RIEHOE B RAT SE S LB URR bR, R SR R IE BRI, R RAT SE 4
B o SR 258 IR A8 BB D9 BB AR 70 BRAT S8 4 R R RIERAT 52 40 R 2 /N P A HEAT S S 1 7 A
SR A R BN, AT P RREBRIRT, REESUR AT BERAHE LR E K. TR
JEAPRN, ESEP R BORIRAT A, ST IR E MR SE 4 IR 7T B2 BFBOR AN € PRSI, X Ah5E
IRt e, SEERATRE SR .

TRPURIRE ST TR FNE . R B A TS R ARG EARAT A S (U RE ST, BUARTE R, IR
AT (R AR B RE 8 . SEBEA TS R AR A E N A IR, JEREA T IR HURRE RE /1 5R 992547 57 B 73 A o
FERPED A R TR, BT R BUREI A XS B /1B g5 RAT, 2B BT A4 B BUR A E L
SO TE K o FTRER SRR, BEACTE AL FRAR T e R WG R AT 72 DN 22 B BORANH 2 PRI, HTXUS BE J0 885
LU BUR AN E P IR T 32 e s MG I XU, 75 ELARAT A A2 08 RO XS R BE 0o 5 BRAT HO B0 KU
859, ToiRA RUE BT RS AN RE VE AR A RS, A £2 5 UK ANA 5 X 22 8 U D i s mps B
N

RTINS TUE  E A AR S E A RAT AR E A WA, TR R RRRAT R R
FRAE W R BoR, AREA RAT A E SRR AT B A E . AT AR A RAT, A
PAT A B E M BRI S, BIAEZ2 RN shfem, (e it R AN 5 SRS T SE AR E » AR A 4R
AT 5 52 BN B BUR AN € PERIRE SR RO AN VE s R BBk, AT 3 B B ST [

VO HRAT R S 1 DUSRAT 5377 A 3 D9 BRCRE R A ) 2 AR AT RS R AN ARAT RS/ P 2L R 4T 57 2
M. TS REIR, NBIRIT A E SR AT BERA MR E K. "R R, BV
R ERAT 3 BT A BRI BEUSRN BE S R R AR B AN E M . A BFBUR AN E PRI I, IX 2E4R
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i

AT AT RE I SE R APk, TEIEBIN R0 I BT AN ) BRI IE N A AR A0 IR BE RN RE 3 AR B 1 7T
AE

SPEEE ST, LG EERAHE M ) G0 50 5 53

Table 7. Heterogeneity test
= 7. FEMRE

T4 TEG
FEEE /N FREER
Score Score
EPU —0.162***  —0.205***

(0.026) (0.030)
Constant  —38.955*** —21.524***
(10.280) (7.406)

A 5 YES YES
FEA & 128 128
r2_a 0.372 0.544

PR PO
HE 155 REJ1 55

Score Score

—0.101*%**  —0.245***

(0.023) (0.036)

—8.801  —27.248***

(6.086) (9.843)

YES YES
128 128
0.640 0.468

AEEA MR AR

Score Score Score
—=0.217***  —0.167*** —0.216***
(0.022) (0.025) (0.028)
—30.301*** —37.591*** —22.291***
(6.492) (10.406) (7.086)

YES YES YES
176 128 128
0.566 0.413 0.566

5.5. SEMHLHI T

LU BURATEIE SR RAT 2

GUAHI B AR TR EE — DS i, B SR T BIS Z5FBUR

AN 58 PR ARAT 228 SO 8] AL 1) ey BEIR R ME ARG A R Al o= e 22, TR 1 AR AR A5 5 A
AL PR AR A B B AR A AR 2 A A DGR, AR A O R A i3 . T AU R & 8:

Table 8. Results of moderating effects
= 8. WHHRER

1 2
RSN S B ENES e
VAR Score Score
EPU —0.0695*** —0.158%***
(0.0174) (0.0160)
nir —-0.130
(0.366)
epunir 0.436***
(0.148)
NPLR —0.454%**
(0.0692)
epunplr —0.153***
(0.0296)
Constant 0.373 -1.761
(0.232) (2.752)
Pt A YES YES
FEAE 256 256
R-squared 0.501 0.637
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1) AEAEMUEMON o LR RN A, SRRSO TG, HAZ LI (epunin) R AU OV IE, BARXE
R R ARAT OB R BN AORE Ry, e BRI E 1 22 8 SO S I s sl . 32 7 51
(O IR R AERLE O 5 HeRE BT L ANE 2 L EPU X EEE SR B 1 R0 2 /b 0.436 4
H7r o XA RE A RN 2 To A SO R 75 759 Ml AR AT BE 5 D M S WS\ 32 AN E PE By, AT BE
T I RO AN E IR T . AERLE RN AR T80 . Ml ARRLEON, X EE N AR TR 2 Bl 51
HUEHON PRI 248 2 AR B 51 RS R 28 55 BUR AN 58 PRI AN, 7 ML ARAT AT LOE i 80 A SN 1 L
HAPBEAEWON TN B, DT 9B b Xt 2275 S0 B T 52

2) TAEA RGERF TR, ERRON GRS, HAZH I (epunplr) REUE 2 05, XRUIA RS
AR L2 G BURAN E VX HRAT 28 U AN S R . 5 8 B2 A2 LI A KL /s A R BTK
R LT 1A AL EPU XTEE SURHI TR 20 2 25 1 00 0.153 70 mie X FTRER NGRS &
JIRRIERAT T W £ T 37 DS RS RS, B0 R GECR R e e (A R DT R R W R L AR AT XU
RIS, TOVE T RO AN E PR ORI B . DRI, & SR BUR AN E TERE N, X 47
FERL A ROTRCRAERATIN S, AT R SOy B 3%

6. IRGRERT

BE v [ 20 B UK W B AL B RRAT 2278 USRI R SR ISR DL, AWFTE B AR 3L — N TFBUR A
SETE ST E SO BRI R AR, DIRANAR TEEL s i HL R A2 06 & o SIE AT 45 R R -
1) GUFBERATE S FRAT N2 E SULE MUK R R . B LSBT E I, AT E
SR NPT RERES . X —GRET 2 AR IR RS B R AEEAT T B AR B A A
Fugs JE R Fa I SE . 2) RIRTED M R R, RSP RR R PUNKIAE 18ss . AR EAT R P LR
BUNE LS, BT BURAN € X i M ARAT 48 SO SN i 9 2 2 . IX R X LR AT A
5y BIAFFBORAR SR, HaESUCE 5 2 MIAFEMER T, 3) whlkak b Es, JEFREUNRA
i FERENS 220 22 Y BUR AN 5E PEXTARAT 4278 SO S 2, JAERLE SN B3 G R AR 22 TR AN
SE TSI O T RESRMRERAT 2B U B o X T e PR AR N SRR 22 Je b A5H4RAT RE WS D e A
SN 32 BUAHR EVE R ORERE WIS S AN B S8 e 5P AR . LI, AN RAGTFICR I A BF B
e VE S RATEE ST MR RS 7 B EBAEN . AEFFBORAHEER NN, mA RITHR &
BE— BN RERAT A E SURCT B o X UL ARAT % S B RS B, s A R KU, BLR 28
TRBUR AN E 1R Pk -

MR CL BRI AT, AR 2B BUR A E X T R AR AT 4 SUCE L] A, N ER R
DR B RAT W AR M S i T IR AT 52 o SR8 S T-ARAT b i) o S s 2 AN A AL By B R
IR S0, A7 B AR S (BRI i R4 e BRAT Ml I 228 SO AR E 1

B WRRBOR AR RRUE M. BURERE L 5FBORN V25 S 1R mBOR 19— S RARR TR,
DA G A 58 R BUR AR 00 BDVARAT Wl R ARG o BbAh, BURIE RN SR EHRAS S A EERLE L,
TR B [ T AR IE B 3 1A AR AL, T R AR RE S R Iy 1 48 SR JF MU RS o IXREACA Bl T SRR 2
MIZeBF A8, RTHEDNLARIT WA E SUANT A5 L, SN RFEOR .

B 2 ICHON RV T AZR AR 22 B BOR AN VAt R B bty o RDARAT AT DAARAR A R AR AR
W55, AR E R BR SS  BURERAT LSS . XA 2 TT A RN R BE 5 96D Xt AL O B, B
IR GFBORA S RAT 48 M EE I, WIS 28 50

= SRS BERE SR OO o R ML ERAT LN SRS AN R GT R ARG B, ST 4 Y KU VT Al A
PERIBLA] . BRI E A MRS BRI SR N IR R, A AR RGEEE, Ji b 25
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