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Abstract

In recent years, while bringing new vitality to the financial sector, FinTech has also subtly changed
our daily lives. With the support of national policies, FinTech has taken a leading position in the
world in just a few years. The Big Data industry and e-commerce industry are the technical basis
and application fields of financial technology respectively, and as the “upstream and downstream”
industries of financial technology, they are closely related to FinTech. In order to study the in-
fluencing factors of the development of FinTech and effectively promote the development of Fin-
Tech, this paper selects the returns of the FinTech theme index, the e-commerce theme index and
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the Big Data industry index of China Securities from June 22, 2017 to January 31, 2023 as sample
data, establishes the VAR model and DCC-MGARCH model, and studies the dynamic impact of Big
Data and e-commerce on the development of FinTech.
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Figure 1. The industry chain of FinTech
1. &Rl EREE

Xt TRl AL (FinTech) [F A #2738 45 T AR & 5 5E - Chen et al. (2019) T 7T H vkt T EA
AR —VIRENS B 1 Rt 55 FIBOR L] [ BRBUBMLRY 42 FR 2 A3 i B 92> (Financial Stability Board, 2016)
K FinTech & XN “HoRMER I ERATHN 7 [2]. AT FSB (€ 3, WONERMBHEGEE T HERM . K
Bl XOREE. ZUHEL BRI NTEGESE - RIBRTFRAELZH LR ISR MEEH. &
B AEDTRERTT . T AT SR I B, A IE B R SRR BTEORBI L B 55 R
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7= b, BT R B RLR B R R 55 3R A 3 A I A K
2.1, SRMRIRRI0 E KR

] P A et 45 R RS 5 e DR 2 A SR 7 LS LR 5T o B AL R B 4 I S BT BT K B B 5 (2017) N
MR A, KFFHESMER. S HESNIRE. Sk wE. SR a ftes 462 fm
SRR R SR Kk I B R K [3]. Harrison & Jan (2018)%5 ¥ 264 & RIS A AE S 2050 R B A
S & AR ROR B R 2R, FRER X 1 ) R A A R SEIR A R Ge i 43 BT [4]. A K HE(2018) 8 it &5
4 FinTech MIE1EBLN. Thag)m M LA Y w3 E S ah il FEERss, o 3 ] S bR puis 2 e i) 3k 20 (R 22 31
175087, BT R IR E SR RHE R B DA R R LR IR . R B E BERHE R IR, &k b
SR G H SN 2 R SR T R, s bR G SRR RAEXTA R SRS e, DRI 4
RIRHRE Al 1 s A R e A R [5]. VR T 345 (2020) 2K ] DEA-BCC AU & 7 2005~2016 4F3%[H 30 M4
PR SRR, R 2 R AR BB AT R R A, IR RPN B8 . RHE 45U DA R B B oA 7
V8 4 FURE R G il R R AR A I FE M [6] . Zhao et al. (2022) %} §E A G BlRHE K R A 2 5% K
JEAK. EmhlilEe. OB RFEE . NDSHMEE KPR ERAT T R H[7].

MR, SRBHUR IR m N R AR N RSN . SNEEEE ST R R 5 RBAR KR (T
BB REE . N TR XHE, =%, K ail. SmiEEs. NKEZEERA
W TR, LK SRR K R Ay K R 4T .

2.2. KRR R ISR

K¥¥a(Big Data), tBARNEETURL, 18K IE D 2 FARBCEE BHIE, D %oda 68 Al 38 SR 0 5 s i) ke
S TERE BRI R SRAMER ™. EEORZEH E, KB S HIRE. 764, it
SOEHEL MBS . SEEERORTE, RO BRI N B A . WA 1, KR
RS AL RN, SRRSO . S KBRS A, S LA 2 B AR R
EEE N, RIS E K. e, A S e MAECE S, ERxT KRS 24, S B
AR, M R R A o] M £ B AT B A LU B 2 P RS R AR, ) Ak K 5
I Bk tHAC BT AL B, AT HI P24, HE— D SRl S SRR E A, RIS, RS
WK [8]. Rtz Ah, AR RSP R HE A E A . R A R P A T T S RRHER 55 52
BEE P OCEME R E B4R, Blinear ERETHER . BRefE. 2/ KA. Wi, 50
SAEYERE . A AR AR AR RS AR A A RN B I N AL BEAT VRS SRR, &
B RRAR AUBS B2 2K [9] -

SRRSO AR KBRS 5 KR 0, R HE 2 B A R R B0, 2 e A SR N
OPREERNZ — o BIASCA KRB A S RAE gE « s ” FIHERMEN 2 —, HA
DLt R BHY A RIS, B REIRR, JFHRBE R e 2 ARt G R B A% -

23. BFEFAREMERMB

i R EE B V& (Porter, 1085) 5 U 1 {84 Hh i 2 2 5 SR I B LML, WA 5 SR RO 2 R SN B ) £ 2
H[10]. FEHETRISERZT, HREMFREZHL. ML, [FRMAEBRERRETE, TR EZNEE
e, O T A EESE RS . AFRRA AN, A e RNk R, SRAEGE 2
RIMBN IR, BR TR, BORMEAR . SR E R, WimdRe e “ T 07 X EEER.
PR (1) b AR 5 (0 T EE R AR T SRR R RE . Philippon (2016)46 H, 1T Af [ A4 45 BB ) 4 LA
ks e B 2 3 BUH P R BOY & B0 TR R g R IR 55 7 b AR O B AR, I R HESD B e Rl B A R T
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PRBIS — MNEZ R E[11]. 2503, Alt AT Puschmann (2012) 45 i, #RAT Wi AE 0 & & R A
5T e TSR [12] 0 Ak, EANE 8 T SRASEAT 00T, BF9C 1 F P 5 & RS IR 45 7= i S
MR R B R R F [13] [14]

W1, EFRESATI RSB T W E . ATORERE, BTRSNRRS SR
BHEI KRR . GREHE DGR E RIS THREZ S FaMZ 57, Al fiEmke, HHesE
Bt E, e LR, (FAR R, MR Em RS RR, WAt TF
Gk, WG H MRS S OE R P, e, FEESNEARE, xRk
He3h T &mEH R . b, A EEYIFEEIR B, FATSHRGER, HE TRk
AT SRR B, REUE . DIITESRMBHRS . KL, R3O0, BPRSEAESRMEF <N
e MM hEZ —, HREAE—ERE L& 1R E .

3. SCIESHT
3.1 BUESTEIERN

XFF-SIE AT R AT F e, HEBRFET MR A, 6 T PR RCRA B AR R, SR 2 7 e EE )
D7 AT IR . B R AT EVIEWS 237 VAR I DCC-MGARCH #E%Y , By a6 B B0 4 R ke
HARE(FT) . B 7/ 4R E(ECH) LA R 7= 5 £ (BDI) 2017 4F 6 1 22 HF 2023 421 H 31 HiH
FEXRE, BdE Kk E CSMAR $df 2 . FRAEHR 5UR M3

3.2. VAR E&H A R EHHRE

G CREREDR” L, FEXN B EHATFRERLR, EEEE 5%/KF T, FTI, ECI 1 BDI
HORHPE 22 97 J5 A 2 1 B0l 35 % RFTI, RECI A1 RBDI #Biiid 7 ADF HLALAR A (p 1B/ 0.01),
BARaE. Bt S RS AT AR

SRR AT OIS, ARAR AR LA 36 (LR) A ARt 5 BV U (AIC) 5 B, A ST BRI 4 I VAR
(A)BERY o ZRSCH AR B AR RS 56 SR 36 UF AR Y B R R 1 A5, GNP 2 45 R BoR VAR BB T A R R
BIERAL A Y, BTN T 1, BNBALRRRE I, AT ALkSR A de .
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Figure 2. VAR model eigenvalues and modules
[ 2. VAR & BUEHEEFIIE
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3.3. Granger EIR1&

Granger K| 5L 56 /2 16 56 e A48 B 1 Je A

a8 4 0 BB TEARHEAT A AN R R AR 5
KR N2 3 A PR R R AU . A

sy

Table 1. Granger test result, lag = 4
< 1. Granger B RIGIWEER, lag=4

BRSO AS R 75 L RS Jy . B
DLEINE A1 R AR KR, H MR LR

R RAG 36 45 BNk 1 o

Y X Chi-sq df Prob.
RECI 4.8455 4 0.3035
RFTI RBDI 14.3647 4 0.0062***
All 20.2433 8 0.0095***
RFTI 8.4377 4 0.0768*
RECI RBDI 11.8565 4 0.0185**
All 15.87492 8 0.0578*
RFTI 6.586321 4 0.1594
RBDI RECI 6.163414 4 0.1873
All 11.88115 8 0.1566

Notes: *** ** and * denote the statistical significance at

i -7 1 /) Granger RIS E 3645 R AT 15, 7F

1%, 5 % and 10 % respectively.

1% EEEAT N, KBl WA Bl s & 2 SR

FEAUS 3 2R B m) 5% Granger JR[K; 7E 5% EE /K2 T, KEWE L850 s % e s 1R 2 s i
7] Granger Ji[Kl; 7E 10%E 15 B 2 T S FHs Fa 508 a5 202 R 18 200 a5 %2 11 Granger 5 [A] .

3.4. BRHNARIS AT

N T U E AR B TR ELRE R (R 5 AR /N R S SR AR R O B A2 B R AR 38R KRB EAT ko

M J52 34T o
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Figure 3. Impulse response of RFTI
B 3. RETI B i 7 [Z]

EH ] 3 ko B2 45 S BRI, 2445 DECH — /M dm 2= b if, £ 2 6 DFTI SZEP = A4 — AR
MIIEREREER, JE/E5 3 MR, FrAfRs, AN IESs 4 WA/, SRS 5 Pk, IfaE
SEENE 6 W1, BHJSTESS 7 WIFR UGN, P — MBI IE N, fEIaEE i, RIEE 0. 445 DBDI —4
PR 22 I ph e i), DFTI & TE2E 3 I/~ A — AN IE R IR, JETESE 4 MR AR RGP~ A S m by, FR4E3)
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5506 W1, BN, SRR, AR ECRUOC R AT LR B b o R AR R RO & S R IR T
fEHEE ], R R AR, (ER RERAT LA B b T RS T R T A 1 HIAEiR, JF H A i
et g e s T RBAEAT AR HL

35 FEDRE
TIERAE VAR B EEGE ., 3 DB RN EN SR SR B TTiRAE R, SRR 2
IV

Table 2. Variance decomposition results of RFTI
= 2. RFTI FEDRER

Period SE. RFTI RECI RBDI
1 0.021109 100 0 0
2 0.021135 98.833089 1.154085 0.012826
3 0.021193 98.107378 1.51851 0.374112
4 0.021239 96.537799 1.627575 1.834626
5 0.021303 94.978879 1.851708 3.169413

Cholesky Ordering: RFTI, RECI, RBDI.

T ES AR EIR, SREBHAREZ B SRR, 294 95%. 1M HL R 48 E0RE T 52 00 5 bR 1 1R
FEAE 1.9% /A7, 56 2 A R RSG5 AR R R (R SR A8/ o DRSO 7 b A8 o 4 b B2 1 5 e oK
Z7E 3.2%, % 4 WIMIERCOR, JEIARNRE GBI, LA o 1K 5 ke P S AR A O & — 3K
o AN, 3 ROREAE P HR B0 6 R TR BURRE ) BRI R R, KB N2 Rl R
MR R PR EARE R —, BRREIEIN, SREBHME AR FEREN TG XS 2R
ARAHEBME . TS T F P R HO S AR B HO g ) BE WA I AT RE RN, — DT, R 24
RIRHEE B FH A B — AN 33 S5 — 5T, HE FL R R O F R S AT R B A R R T e E B
THIA A, MREE. KR, $E2 2 XM ENERELIEABETEN.

3.6. DCC-MGARCH #&H&

ISUF RFTI. RECI. RBDI 3% [FFI{71E ARCH & f5, XFH A4 DCC-MGARCH #8154
AIC {5 BHENNE R G 1 My, 257 GARCH(L, D)FSRA 5T FTI. ECI. BDI Z [AIESIHIENAS R R .

H PRI H AR YIRS, ST BRAR R GARCH(L, DR, S8ERTE 3
FioR:

Table 3. Estimates of univariate GARCH parameters
# 3. BT E GARCH ¥ EIHE

- S IR

. T « 5 oy
RFTI 2.2295*** 0.0481*** 0.9024*** 0.9505
RECI 7.3032*%** 0.0613*** 0.9155*** 0.9768
RBDI 1.7796*** 0.0719*** 0.8860*** 0.9579

Notes: *** denote the statistical significance at 1 % respectively.
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MF 3 45 R, ATLLEH, RFTI. RECI 1 RBDI =AN5 5 ) ARCH JiAl GARCH i 2 07 J7 % 7
R #AE s B3, JEH ZH 2SN T 1, RSN A R E M (o + f < 1), LR ULF T ZEBN AR
WIS, IX VI T kA7 22 B 2 i et 2E I 18] D7 TR AT R AT, B e ol AR R FR) 00 2 77 AR AR P B R B e
[EI RS B FRal . X o BEATILES, F BT RFTI. RECI Al RBDI X AR T X6 A v () e Fee g
BIwA%, Horr, RBDI XSSt (R BURRE B iy, RBEEX T4 5005 B U xf g #fATLLE, 45
FR W RFTI. RECI 1 RBDI #3152 H SiciaEsgm ks s, L+ RECI &, RBDI fAik.

FoWIEHE P ERMGIT A RER S, EEHEZMEMAKLERE GARCH £ A (R
DCC-MGARCH #570) 73 51| 2% fE 5 M R 20U i 26« KRB 7= Fe Bl 26 R 5 S BHE P Al s 2 2 18] 1)
A SFAFA G . I R A RIEE R 4. £ 5 Fios:

Table 4. Estimated DCC-GARCH parameters of RFTI and RECI
=4 ERRHIEH SR FRESEH DCC-GARCH &8 it{E

RFTI & RECI Std Error t-value

a 0.0403*** 0.0113 83.7041

B 0.9477*** 0.0082 4.9025
a+f 0.9880

Notes: *** denote the statistical significance at 1 % respectively.

H& 4 W RUREL, a+ /AT 1, FFEZEREE. 1%MEFEAKFLE, o KT 0, XEWRE S
BHEARECES 7 M S 1R B0 At A 1 7 07 22 2 BRI 7 Z e . pEREIE T 1, RUISHSFAH KR
HOZ 3] R B RZI ), F BRREE AR ] 4 4 RFTI A RECI 7 51 B2 5 A AH ¢ R 00k B 1% 10«

RFTI&ECI
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Figure 4. Dynamic correlation coefficient between RFTI and RECI

B 4 eRMREERSR TR SRETHEXRRELE

MELE 4 KB, A RELAE[0.65, 0.95]50 Bl 2), Forb oRH 4> 17E[0.85, 0.95] 2 A3, H IR
XFRIr A RFTI A RECH Z [EE A SGME 2, AR IR A SCE . AT USR], B4 5% REAE 2018
FEHILA S 2021 TR AR B 2022 W 1R I T BOR IR FE R BRACAES) . FTRESZ 2018 4E 1 H 18 H 1 [H
BRI e R AT COT 30 SCRERDIARAT BEA THAPH R L) MI52m, 1 2018 4FIE R AT E R KR
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FIRFIH; DA% 2021 AR [ N RERITEN & (& fEHY (FinTech) & LK (2019~2021 4F)) &5 R4, 25
& FTI I FPERE, X% amRHS iR RS2 R 0 BUR Fr st i, e ix — i #1222 v
IRl L 3 sh A HH eI E5 T .

Table 5. Estimated DCC-GARCH parameters of RFTI and RBDI
5. ERRHIEHE X BIEIEH DCC-GARCH 2k itHE

RFTI&RBDI Std Error t-value
a 0.0375*** 0.0110 86.1482
B 0.9500%** 0.0074 5.057779
a+f 0.9875

Notes: *** denote the statistical significance at 1 % respectively.

B 5 WTRURIL, o+ B /T 1, FFEIEZERYOE. 1% EEEKT E, a KT 0, XERESRE
BARECS KB AR Bl s R 00 57 07 22 2 BIRTHIE T 20 /. pEEIL T 1, RIS FRIHRREZ
B E— A REIREGE W, I HAFSE R, 5] 5 4 RFTI #1 RBDI 3751307 5 fHAH 2 R A N I .

RFTI&BDI
g
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[l
*
S
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Figure 5. Dynamic correlation coefficient between RFTI and RBDI

B 5 SmMEERSREEm I RETSHEX R HELE

MEEE 5 KIN, AHOE RELTE[0.5, 0.95]3G HI 2, AHEL T RFTI Al RECI FIAH X &40 5)), RFT1 Al RBDI
BNASH S BB A A JE AR L BE K, 9 H 2021 FR4ES] 2022 4E4) 2 1A] 9 H B TR E B 1 A
Pesh, shBSMIHERES, HEMTTRERIERKF L, (B FREFEERA RFTI A RECI B 5. H KRS R 5 .
RFTI A1 RBDI L 2 WLIE AR &R, PRI AR i3

4, &Eig

ASCHIEFRR M, A R M AR L 78 95 AT b 20 3 D < R R Rt A 4308, 1
NERB R Pk, SR BHRRE Y], I B PTE g K R S L SRR R R .
I H, SEUEAHTEE SRR, 1E S%EE KT Z T, KA 5 Kol as 22 SRR Holas R . BrEL
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e A B B T AR A AN LD s R R AR Bt B s 0 < R R B A IR TR SR H A FR AR A
SOV, R FARERAI I, 568 EmAHREL VU S Rkt S 67 SR 2 e AR S 7T AU
HIoCHE RI[15], BUA 2 FALIET R TR, 5 ZET X0 TN A e 3 o) i B 5 BRI 4R bn . SEBRCRTE, 1
SRR, B AT EARAE, FER, (et SRR SR K BCRANN R IR T BOR B 52Tt
BT DRl AT R R A R . b, G SR BRI R TR 5 THLERAT L 4 A DA
SR BHAR PR S 7 i B B ANE A, HESh I R AR, AR IR R Ml = 52
BHOR AR, RIS S RA A S . HG W TA G ek U, A ZW TR R
FITRACHDNL S W, ROZsE BB &K, SR EE I, EHrLS. &ia, T HRE
HRUL, NIRRT BRI AT R IR R, IR SR, ey
B ST | o W e AT
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