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Abstract

As China’s population ages and its digital economy grows year by year, the silver economy has be-
come an important driver of current economic growth. This paper takes the provincial panel data
from 2014 to 2023 as a sample, measures the efficiency of the silver economy through the Cobb-
Douglas production function and the simplified parameter method, empirically tests the relation-
ship among the digital economy, industrial integration, and the efficiency of the silver economy by
using the mediating effect model, and conducts a difference test based on regional differences and
the degree of aging. The empirical results show that: the development level of the digital economy
has a significant positive promoting effect on the efficiency of the silver economy; industrial inte-
gration plays a key mediating role between the two; regional differences and differences in the de-
gree of aging will affect the enabling effect of the digital economy on the efficiency of the silver econ-
omy. The theory revealed by the empirical results provides theoretical references and practical
paths for solving the imbalance between the supply and demand of elderly care services, bridging
the digital divide, and promoting the quality improvement and efficiency enhancement of the silver
economy.
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1. )RR
1.1. fARER

BaAE AR B WAL TR AW NG, FREZEN OSSR, (2024 FFFEFKEZRFIRE
AR 18R, BHZE 2024 K, 4H 60 F% KL EZFENTD 31031 AN, HE AN 22.0%; 4[H 65
JA 8 R UL BN 22023 TN, HEANT 15.6%. N O Z 8 bas A 7 B KR &K 251,
WEEFRE . R S, SRS AU, AT, SRRSO RS A S HRAC B8R
ik BEFREIC SR BT JE

HkFR, #erast oy ES KRR g1 2. i B BaE S b kA 1) (R E S g
KRB (2024)) Eox, 2023 FREHFLIFMAE L 53.9 1478, & GDP LLHIA 42.8% [2]. 74
GERT BAA G BB . IR 5T ST HE S TSR E, RO RS W T T RN 2 ) &

RN, YR ALFRIBIIHIGZ EFEE., HAEFFERS M, BARGEEE]—E T,
THARSS KPR, BETT 5 B  SAR W 1 5 55 SR UAE AT Re I R B R R R IEE SR
FECEERAME L2 RN, BN ARG RIS AL, BEFRESEFRE G
RIXWEREE.

1.2. FIRE X

1.2.1. BiENX
BUR R 2w 7T DR MR T 2 Tl PR IR E RS A . BRIk SRR, MBI R A HF IR K
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&, ERRDGNK LR G ST 2T MIRE LG G, AN =8 1R AR, FEML
RSP T BT At IR R LI B A R

1.2.2. SEEENX

WA 22 DI BE AR A 22 Y 1) B BB AR, WO 58 3 AL IR E Pk AT o)« 58 3 8 7 1B B AL BUR
HEB LS R IR B SRAKYE .  [FINE W] By kS SRR SR i 47 mig 5l B iR fEd
BRI S IRSEATI I AR AEAE L, AT et 7R E Ik 55 AR Bt Se T 56, HEBDAR
RAFFEI TR TSR E.

1.3. #ZBIHT

T ISKAAAER T, ARSI RIHE T

1 BT —DNRGEMIERIIHELR, R PR a ~RRAETRE” it . X
PG R SUERT A7 1%, A SRR AT B A PR S AR 06, 3998 1 B TR S T (5 L .

2. DL “BRSRE. BERER” W RS I T RN, R T 2 DR REAR R A DR N A%
I ASOR I LR A SR RS TR IR AT B D B R BRI R B ARk,
MR “HBFETHEd g ERE . EREGSMATE, WERIMIAZTHER MNEZHE, ik
A OB RIS BB R A FELE

3. DAMBIX 2 5 5 2 AR FE 22 Rl R R VAL G, B e R IR AR R R R T AR 2 IR T . B I iX
T2 M EERTT, AU T B AR IR R 25 “ IR, BRI T “ERMRE” , Y
fift “E X BT AV IRBE LR RIS B 5 ORI S R Rt TR HERR Y, b )E SRR
SEREBGSCIL “ PRI B SR .

2. XHERERIAR

B W SR 2 B IR SRR T B R R G0 R R IR, (HAR R 2 5r M BT /0 e — A58
BERSUETT AR ;- IR & R AP sk = B AR IG, I ETRAR Rt — PG & b, FFEI
KA. VEEIT:

1. SRR GERCR ML SRR A, REfE SR SHE M ik B b . B B2 Bt 7udh il 5 30k 2
NELRWEAL, SR BTG 0 STIER T i, A5 SRR BRI

2. R AT HWKAT KAWL, KEZHEAE TR OV T 2P U SRR E . 6
HR S CRARTHR K LB . BlInE (B BORIRBEIR R LUt G AR TT) [31h4RH, B REZ
Bk IERELRST ST EOR N R R T IRE MRS IR Rtk (BT E SN R A I AT RSN
PR D) (4] PR BB IR B A e SRR AT KA E LR R, EECFEORE N R
A5 i) Bt BELRS AR R 20 5 R e R B R 3

3. WP R PR e R B ATIRBEE S R BB AR, CRERET § ERGE”
RFRZTN ST BT PRSI0 ES . £ (FE 2 R E R R S5 Rn LS M L S
SEBLHARIRAT) [5182H, BrrsoRHESIFRE MRS I My, M7 b il 52 SEEL B IR 15 1R R B 45
EHMRITR Y, PLEE A 22 FEEC T HORB I AL, XERUR R SETH & 1.

4. BUARTUAT BRI X 22 5 S BORE MRS AN R RIS E s[RI AT MR8 AN 7] M DX 2 B AR E AN TR
BEATOETC, (HARHE 2D 5] IR EE 2 R s R b Xy e B R 2 BrIRBERCR ik, B, 48 (BRE
A IRE BRI I TR —— R T ST ER A [6]3CHRE] “HL R E BRI E &b
KRN RIRHURE, A2 2 WA E SRR ZE R, RSP TR RIE . R0
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FREERGAFEM, WAUNERS], HUFEHF—SHR.
3. it
3.1. TEEXNSHEIELTE

3.1.1. TEENX
AT TV E IR L TF R N R AL &, BT A5t R AT MR AL &, Pk SRR o A2 &
I O T H L 25 N HEE R BUAE s A B T AT 7L

Table 1. Variable-definition
F1. TEENX

A B A BT AR i
FEHUMEARE B ABN) N
I B R R FRENME WA (T TT) R
B (TFP) LIRS A PR ) K
FE RS WAERIUTAK(N) L
R HF LR E g Femtiboiti: BB SE RN (T3 F) Xi
KAFX) B AR AR5 BB (1) X
o)A PV AT R ERE T CERGAT W) z
R SN 1T o b UL
NG 2 N7 (%) ODR

3.1.2. B

RICHAEEIR A E RS R 2014~2023 45 (hEZHHES)

(1) WeffpReAes: TFP. MRATHE

SR TRIAT - TEAS L A7 B B BN ™ Y IE R AL S5 A ik (o) 5 57 3 7 5 A (B); i
S BRI B A P RV A5 AR A &

() LR RE: X BFEFREKF

KRR B SR Bt BT BRI PR AT IS MRAEALE, K& SRS TR
JEACTHi -

() TR Z. PG

i H Python 731 FEXS R &5 HEAT 48], B H € SRS “REFRE” “IERER” , KASHHE
A Z OB U, HERR IR U FIRIR T S fa B B AR A

3.2. WA

3.2.1. BORiE

Hl: BFEFER B, RRETTRCRIE RT3 . B B s i 1) 56 35 e 06 A SRR 2 i
KA, I E AR R AT RCR
3.2.2. PRI

H2: Pl EESU T A 5 SRR AT RCR B R E P N ER . Bir &5 iRl 55w 7=l
BT e AR B AR ROR SR, B E SR ERA AR R RS RS R, AT AR
REATFHE
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3.23. FHTERIE

H3: WK R, RRE TR S

H4: ZHENIEFRE LA EE R RS AL, RHR R ST RIS
3.3. BEWE
3.3.1. EEEVAER I HI1)

TFP, =ay+a, X, +a,UL, +a;ODR, + 1, + A, + &,

Hrb, i NEG, ONES, w RERTEERSL, A AR RN, &, NEEPLRZED . # o BENIE,
M HI AT
3.3.2. RAMARR L H2)

(1) BRI E T 28 5 W R 2 5 R IR S AU

TFP, =ay+ o, X, +,UL, + a;ODR, + u, + A, + &,
(2) K636 K 728 B %o} H A AR B R S -
Z,=p+BX,+BUL, + BODR, + 1, + 2, +¢,
# BONIE, U AR IE RS, MR IR R AV RR .
(3) [FIBT IR AR R AN AR i, A0 B B RN 5 A RO
TFPit =7 +71Xiz +7/2Zit +73ULft +}/4ODR” T4 +ﬂ’t +é&,

o B R, By ANFa, WPEE RIS HARRL. %y, ARE, WP e R
AR
4. SCIEST R
4.1. RELFAEZMNE
4.1.1. 75 - BRI = & EA

IS FEEHINIERIERBE N FEENRE MNP A e B, B4 [ A A 5

InN,, =Ind, + ,InK, + BInL, + ¢,
InR, = Ind, +o,InK, + B,InL, +¢,

a:al+("2’ B:ﬁl"'ﬁz
2 2

NS, mATAME =048, Tl =052, a+pf=1, FF& “HBRMAZ” BB, "TH
TR
4.1.2. WEZTE~HEAE
Table 2. Output composite value
F2. FHEGREE

i ERSSGTI:N R AE B (%)

N 0.945 0.055 38.685

R 0.913 0.087 61.315
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7 2 if4: I, =0.38685,] =0.61315 .

FEHEREEN Y, =0.38685N +0.61315R , 19 tHEx A8 5 M B A 2 3 A P B R R R R 3% 1)

RHEFE,
3. ARRGTFRR A N:

Hrp R, NFRENME WA (ITE); N, NIREIRIERIEBEANI(N); K, IR M5 PR IR EL

(i) L, NFRZRSHRERI T AR » o M1 g HEEEH.
4.1.3. SEMHIE

T 2014~2023 A R AR EREL MK Z N 3.52%, MIEES, ATRE2 BT 2020~2023 4 (A
R, HLUGRAFTE — E R X B 207 R BRI R A5 R A s, (HBARFF AT R R s, AR

R

4.2. BFEFERKLEZEIEFIE
JEXF AN FRAR IO L, ARG R AR WA YE B B 25 A Fa A
FIF SPSSPRO %F X1. X2 BiNFEARHEAT A HT15

Table 3. Two indicators of economic development level

3. BFERRKFRIEHRNE

i e A fE R HE BUHE (%)
X1 0.988 0.012 63.31
X2 0.993 0.007 36.69

WRIEE 315, FIBE, ASCRECT b KRR ER & N :

X =0.6331X, +0.3669X, , FZEATRIMENZ OMRTRE, RIRFEFET R R LT BRI .

4.3. fiRMEGIt

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of variables

4. TEMARMRIT

RS HARE SONI| B/ME BRI it 22 SREIA:¢ Jr%
TFP 310 5.56 2.106 4.564 0.585 4.632 0.343
X 310 3.961 1.543 2.918 0.433 2.903 0.188

z 310 1.415 0.301 1.067 0.174 1.079 0.03
ODR 310 30.6 7.01 16.986 4.895 16.245 23.966
UL 310 0.895 0.262 0.616 0.119 0.609 0.014

2 4 005, WRALTFRERTFP) BN 4.564, FbrEZEHN 0.585, FKHFRESEMIRAELTTRUELL
R RESR: WFATFRBEAKFCORIIEN 2.918, Fr#EZEN 0433, R S8 0 BT A5 R EAN
R P SRR (D) IIME N 1.067, triEZEN 0.174, VLR EFRZ N DIEAEXRE R &
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N R L (ODR)FIIIE Y 16.986%, Fe KNAEIL 30.6%, PRI T FRE A A X d 22 FRefiE o [H] i
SRARAL AT (KA [ B e 45 1 XA JRE PR 22 57 o

4.4. FHXMSHT
4.4.1. ESMHERIE

Table 5. Normality test for each variable
F* 5 BLBESMHRE

TEY AR PA% CFHE PRifEZE i e J5E S-W A5
TFP 310 4.632 4.564 0.585 —1.369 2.366 0.899 (0.000™*")
X 310 2.903 2918 0.433 —0.437 0.483 0.984 (0.000™*")
V4 310 1.079 1.067 0.174 —0.506 0.802 0.977 (0.000™*")
ODR 310 16.245 16.986 4.895 0.352 —-0.581 0.979 (0.000™*")
UL 310 0.609 0.616 0.119 0.321 0.56 0.966 (0.000™*")

e T IR 1% 5% 10%[1) RE K.

BT ZEEA n =310 ¥/MF 5000, #CRA S-W AL .
e Sr 51, TR 3 PN 0.0007, KPR EN, E4e5 M8, KIbpra E5dEAmw e
A5G, HCRH Spearman AT & 2 [ IR R .
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Figure 1. Histogram of TFP normality test
E 1. TFP ESMANEHE
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Figure 2. X normality test histogram
B 2. X ESMANESE
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Figure 3. Z-distribution normality test histogram
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Figure 4. ODR normality test histogram
[ 4. ODR [EZMHIEETE
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Figure 5. UL normality test histogram
5. UL IESMEREHE

EH 15 JEon TR AR SR LSRR T, T UAE BT BRI, DRI AN R RS A,
5 L3RRS R
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4.4.2. Spearman X947

UL 0.455 0222 0.374

TFP

0.2 1.0

Figure 6. Heat map of correlation between variables

6. TEZEHEXXRANE

HE 6 ITLAEH, HRRAEFERSHFETRIEKTEREZE EMHK(=0.61), A[¥5LFHL, E)
TR HTIE R B RARETT RSl & FE R 2 0% EA R (r=0.325), Brair RIEK S5~
WG AR 2 R IEAR G (r = 0.250), 4 H2 $2fit 7T ¥PEYE: #5114 & UL A ODR #45 TFP 2 R 1E
I, 54 H3 A H4 5.

[F I A AL S ARG R B /N T 0.8, AAEH 2 HILE R . vl @47 5347

4.5. FE RIS
ARICPL 2014~2023 S8 RN B AFREA, NEBECE R, SR F AR B0 B e SR Y 347 2 v
EPEH

Table 6. Results of regression analysis with basic model

F* 6. FERENTEER

A EY FRUERZE t P R? F
c 1.188 0.157 7.588 0.000"**
X 0.731 0.053 13.887 0.000"* F=169.5221
0.6243 _
ODR 0.023 0.005 4.657 0.000 P =0.000
UL 1.388 0.189 7.34104 0.000***

e T IR 1% 5% 10% [ RE K.

M 6 TR, HFEEHF BT R o, =0.731>0, HAE 1% FRE, WHEFEFREKT
BEPEE 1AL, HORAETIRCRT B 0.582 ML, FriEsai RAT G L30T, H AARIFE 5k,
AR R, WK RECY o, =1.388>0, HAE 1%MKFE R, RPMEAKEE,
WRZTRME, Hy RO ZHENDTRIRIREON oy =0.023 >0, HAE 1%HKF TR, wWheE
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FNIRFR LI BT RES — e R LR TR E MR S aa AL, (R R LT RCR ST, H, ROL.
4.6. PN
4.6.1. HFRFHPAEEHOHE

Table 7. Test results of mediating effect

F 7. PAYMNEKEEER

A EY IR ZE t P R? F
c 0.535 0.068 7.902 0.000"**
X 0.061 0.023 2.654 0.008"** F =26.482
0.206 P = 0,000
ODR 0.002 0.002 1.177 0.240 =0.
N 0.508 0.082 6.207 0.000"**

e T AR 1%, 5% 10%0 2 KT

% 70150, Bi=0.061>0, HTE 1%M/KPFFEE, WHHRFEITaens R tdt= s, HEE
FHIRR DR R80% . ABEAER I B IR R E R, HREEN, TR il & 30E K Fr i
FH, TSk,

4.6.2. HEYMS VAL
SR FH TR 540 1] 5 2500 TR A T A 6 -

Table 8. All variable regression results

* 8. FIALERAER

AR EX PR iR E t P R2 F
c 1.135 0.172 6.601 0.000***
X 0.726 0.053 13.599 0.000"*
0.625 F = 126.845
ODR 0.022 0.005 4.573 0.000 . P =0.000""
N 1.329 0.201 6.614 0.000"**
Z 0.105 0.132 0.796 0.427

e 7 IR 1% 5% 10% [ RE K.

2 8 WA, 0<y, =0.726<q, =0.731, HAE 1%MKFNRE, RIEHAGRaim i, s
TERFE T G R A TERCR Z AV RAEIR AN, H2 0L Hd Z ) P=0.427, GRAKEE, H
RO RAER T AT RIBERMSFEN, WHBTFEU RS R R AT R A —
I o
4.7. REMRE
4.7.1. ¥ ERK

T P G B0 U O R AR B I B AR AR EEB R0, RV 2014~2023 4 31 AN44 1 T ACEE FLEX )
B (X )R FERN AT R AR Gatihs, & BRI EZ Em s, HizhlZE
UL . ODR M RBFT 5B FEIERE), M.
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4.7.2. I [EYHESR
SEisc—8, 7 FEUE B AR,
TFP, = o, + o, X5, + o, UL, + a,ODR, + 1, + 4, + &,
Ho, i B, tNEG, g NERTEERN, A A E RN, e, ABENLIRZED. o, >0, HE
il & UL« ODR [ REFF 5 LR EMERED, W04 AR M.
4.7.3. EFLER

Table 9. Robust regression result

F 9. REEVFLER

A 2 PUEIRZE t P R? F

c 2.087 0.175 12.169 0.000***

X, 0.466 0.551 2.882 0.040™* 0507 F—25431
ODR 0.076 0.006 11.712 0.000*** P'=0.000
UL 1.695 0.249 6.797 0.000™*

e S AR 1%, 5% 10%0 2 KT

B 9 WfH, o, =0.466>0, HAE 5%MEFMAKE T L%, #6385 UL, ODR REFF 5 EMt
B, L BARRR “ HRME 237 (R BR#E NIE, Hishl R B RS E, SHRUER R 1R 2 iE
WA SCAZ O S5 R R ] 5

4.8. RERMKRIE

NIR AR BEE S S8, H eI R G = X b, KA SO R 2 AR
P ARACPY I X AT D S AR 0, 87 DX AN T4 BT S BUR B 7 e B R R A 28 B AR IR RE R
225, MDXIRZE R T N R 20 Jn 8RR BEBORME . HLUGR DL 2023 R4 N DR R L Ar 2
NPT LR L S0, BRICERAL R IR ST IBRBIPE R, EIT 42 Hh B 4= T 10 4518 .

4.8.1. XIBERSH
(1) DX 7 b
R B X G v R et X 7 b, g X3 730 4 10:

Table 10. Area division table
= 10. XEXIHE

HuIX
ARFRHLIX Jemts R, b, B IEIR. WL ARE. LR TR IFE
R X TN 7S QA Wi I Tl TN e | AN 2]
ARAEHLIX L HR BRI
PE AR X WE TS ER DU SN, mEd. PEGE BRPE. CHON. HiE. TE. FE

(2) A
Ha DY X B gy DY RS, RN BE B 43 )i ) THTAR B e RS AR R 3R AT (|1, 72 BRI R AR
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FEAH R A BB E AR

Table 11. Regression results in different regions

F 11. FEIXEEFER

X35 AR RH PRt iR 2 t{8 p 1 R? FEA &
FRFHX X 0.376 0.087 4332 0.000*** 0.298 100
Hh R X X 0.187 0.103 1.819 0.074™ 0.267 60
75 5 3 [X. X 0.670 0.097 6.933 0.000™ 0.639 120
HAbH X X 5.112 1.931 2.647 0.018™* 0.831 30

VE: LT IR 1% 5% 10% 01 5 K .

ME 1T ATEE Y, By LG iR St MIRBERN 200 “4dE > Uil > -8 > g, R
X 5 PEHBHLIX TR 2 I 55 7 RO 55 . BUF AR REAIR . BURZIRIR, W16 B0 FE Rl B 5\ RE8
HRIFEMS RN ERERTE, BABRIAbRER, FAES R b 2R LS T b REX. &
P8 L X B JE A 7 AT 2R B X AR LD 50 AR B IX A J Ko, WA ™ 3, BRI A R e
FIEFAON PR, I P 2 G R AR 2 T RO BE RS AR, 75 AR G e 26 Ak

482. BRUEEER
(1) Rorhrite
PL 2023 £EZAE N IR AR A 8o
R FENDIEFREE >21.98%, it 16 M0
RERACA: ZFENDOTFRL <21.98%, Fit 15 ME G
(2) Fr4lalH

Table 12. Regression results of differences in aging levels

* 12, ZRUEEERDEER

X 35, Ap i AH Friffie 2 t pfE R2 FEA B
[ e X 0.428 0.0631 6.773 0.000"** 0.247 160
WA X 0.760 0.0783 9.708 0.000"** 0.651 150

e T AR 1%, 5% 10%0 2 KT

FHZe 12 A1, P45 RARD 2, Z R RE B vy 1 M X AR i 22 5 (A I RE NI 22 8 AL FE BE AR
FOHLIX, P A X L7 28 IR R R TN R DT BB SRR TE N, SZ R IX FEZ K 7
K, HAEJgEH THX B FAL K EKPEAL, HFHARAEREL T RKBEER, FiE £ ERN bR
AN RO, SRIBRIEZ RS B B in) /[ 6]

5. it 5EN
5.1. fAsESEie

ARICPL 2014~2023 FHE 31 NE ORI EEE WA, T4 - @b A re B 5 R S 80k

MFEFARRATREER, MR N AR SHF I 7400 PRl & SRR AR TIR R,
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1. FEAR SRR 5 N D G5 S AR AR A B, SHIE S HT R B 2 5 oy — o R AR R
RERS I AL IR B . PR S5 A BUHT A S5 A SE IR A R B AR THR R 5P AR . X 5
TR A R A5 R A — 2

2. TR NS, ATUE RIS A s “RREIRE” CBEREE” Sk SR Kk
J&, st IR R AR RCRINIRTE, POL R SRR T 2 T S IR R QB RCR L IR AR B Th R
R—faitain 7 SR T LB IR BE R R 2 B P I SCBEMF A T, IS 1 ASC B HESE A & P

3. SRR RN B RS IR AL KT s, FRBSER It e 25, Jo ISR RE T, BREHESD R
RETFRBURKNE: ZENOTRIRLH TR0 — @R (e dt IR 2 IR fran i, fedtsrepiiitit
MR35 RTHRCR

4. WIS PVERLG, ABIATH L IX 2R S B R R 2 R BT A TN IR 5 R I REA i
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