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Abstract

The financing structure of listed companies is closely related to their business performance. In
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this paper, the panel data of 89 A-share listed companies in the energy industry from 2010 to 2020
are used to explore the impact of the financing structure of listed companies in the energy indus-
try on their business performance through the GMM model. The results show that: 1) For high
performance listed companies, endogenous financing rate, equity financing rate and asset-liability
ratio will promote the improvement of corporate performance, while the improvement of com-
mercial credit financing rate will inhibit the improvement of business performance. 2) For me-
dium and low performance listed companies, new energy listed companies and traditional energy
listed companies, the improvement of endogenous financing rate, equity financing rate and as-
set-liability ratio will inhibit the improvement of enterprise operating performance, while the
improvement of commercial credit financing rate will have a positive promoting effect on enter-
prise operating performance.
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1. 5l

BEVRAT W AF N I R G R R B Z ARG 7, AR — B2 BIBUF K s o0 . REIRE BT A A]
VEONBEIRAT LA A4, REAR KAESE bWt BEIRAT W B AAS DL . SR, BRI A leBEIEE B A w4
B ARG E R R REE LT A R AR VTS 089 RRZE RIS AL ST, LW am
T3 20T Al 2 SR8 5 e DU S A 8 T 9 PR T o e U b T Ak T B 2 R A 1 DG BRI 38
XA REIRAT N 5, AR SORRR B OG- T ol 48 SO 2

BEXTRb BT 450 5 AV 28 SO E L MR R, W22 E WAFEMETFRE T EEAT 2 APk

il

— X AEREIRIAT Y BT AR R IR FE . (E AR IR B0 T A F 2B SN s [ L, T
BL(2020)i@ I W AL A R IEAT Y, 13 T NIRRT R 5 B STRUR AR S (1] R RB kBt A
Xf LT A A E BUUIFE , S N(2019) 55 K 2 B FE N N IBR il Bt 5 428 BUBUF AR A 35 1 S 558
#[2] [3]o ATV FFH DN IAL AT 2t 1T A R ZE SRR AR R EEX LGSR T LT AW
LB BRI RGN A L, T 2R (2022) 55 K 2 2 N N BE T SRR A B 08 GUSE AR 2 B U R R
[4] [5], T X1 (2020) A\ Ay i b HR AT 5 FH il B8 25 U0 A W] 2278 SO0 B AR G R R [6] 0 FHILRT L, A [E
i % 5 A8 2o 0 Ak 2278 K AR AN TR R

TR T REUEAT MY b TIT 2 W] R B S5 A 278 SR RS T AT o H R AR FHPH(2017) ) A YR R B R
XF W REVEAT V. b A R 1 28 S AR HESN R R [7] . 17 AR BBURT (2021) WA A IR R 5 DU e 3 i AL
AR AN GO A R R [8] . BT X SFTRRR BTN BT AR ZE ST A R, AN E
AFEV AL, #8(2016) N AT = i fii 3 5 A R GURUER, ZEEFH (2019) G535 NN 5™ fifii % 5
AR GUIEARSK[9] [10] [11].

AR GAET, 1) RSO T TAEGREEAT L LT A R SR REATIL A w]: &, B, AR
Gk BT AR R AR AR R R ARAT (5 R SR R A R 2 PR [ Rl U |
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WA R ZESUEHIFE, AT E Rt ARk, 2) BArAAR A BB ST R 2 R Ll
A ML AIR IS, X REEAT M OB TR B2 o B) ST Rl B £ Ky Az A 2 T ARORE R (R AR X e b
AR A B 2 AR R X BEPRAT b A B S5 M AT 70 At o AR SRR U A Aol 2503 AR S ik BF S SR A1 S e
MBEBATA A, 1 flb S R BT DSk, R BT A5 M 07 I IR AR S, DR R REIRAT ML AR R Al i
E ST TR, (et REEAT ML R PR A R
2. MRITERHIR
2.1 BERIERSHAERR

PRYEUE I 2 AT ML 7 3 R [RITE R 70 Kb, JRE5 & AL RSSO0, WONREIRGIREE, A, RIR
o KBHAE. RARE. e EVIRESE . ASCHIBRI AR R BRA 21 BT AR, BRiEE 89 4 A JihE
IR LT AR AT TN B, YdE 2010~2020 4 HAIRIAERE 2 Rl BcdE,  Fird _bis 2 " DG B RIS T8
Bl e L 2 2 Bl e AN RIAE L T 2> R 5T R AR TR 1 3547, Ss I SE 3R 2 Stata.
2.2. RERERXE EHARSHEGEE TN RAEE

A HR oy A AW T AL SO 2 I U S B IR R, B I R AR R da s, (AIRIFARESE
f R AL I E ARG I, ASCRA] “ ZARPRGEIEIINE” RN E ST I . T 2ES
RIMER, ASCAUANTT T : AR T) . BEBTRE ). RIRRE I E Be )R B SO AT . XY
ANJT TR T 275 T BAT AR 10 NMEbR, W04 1 Ps:

Table 1. Formula for calculating each indicator

F* 1 EEMTELR

Ji T EizEa AR
B IR R (L) (%) R = AR R
FFIRES) B EHIH (%) (BN — BIERA) BB
BN A (%) EANEE AN
Pl gy B (%) TAN B i sh s
) H (%) (RENE ™ — AF BB 765t
v B KR (%) JAARIF R — RS B ) A 5
SRR (%) AR B KA AR AT B
IF 5 B J 6 3 (1K) IE 5 BB de U AR AR A
HighEN HBT R _TTM(K) BN 7 S AU AR A
ARFLBN B A F R (1K) AR T 7715 i AU AR R

B4, KMO Il SMC faeilid. Hik, MiEf 4 ANFEsr, BT ZTBREL N 78%. Kk, K
(1) 10 NMEARZEIRA 4 D ERSY o FeZe, ARHEDUA AT BT INBCR A B b 27 & 28 Sk Fo fL IR
RERT 1155, HRUUIEEHE &3 “ F o ies” MB3100F s 8RR 4 R a4k 2 fios.
&, ARAE AN R 075 2 STIR BT IR AT B ] AR B 22 AP & 8 Susifs 7y, b F 48
MR a SRy, LIRS 1195, HARVIEHAE. nF .
 0.303%f1+0.217#f2+0.144%3+0.114 %4
0.303+0.217 +0.144+0.114

F
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Table 2. Principal component loading and principal component naming

T2 ERDBEMERDTBR

A B Fr 2 Ty 3 Ty 4
z1 —0.0082 0.4927 0.1439 0.4113
z2 —0.2438 0.4101 0.3663 —0.0567
z3 —0.1047 0.3932 0.3717 0.2597
74 0.4606 0.0928 0.3322 —0.3898
z5 0.4594 0.0996 0.3303 —0.3930
z6 0.0351 0.4877 —0.4283 —0.2164
z7 0.0133 0.4124 —0.5017 —0.3070
z8 0.2513 0.0609 —-0.1421 0.2765
z9 0.4561 —0.0236 —0.1019 0.3851
z10 0.4835 0.0612 —0.1477 0.2965

2.3. TERE
AL LAIE T BT 43 W1 45 21 1) S B A b SR 256 W 55 B bR N B R AR & . R EURT DA 78 4 e i R [T

AEYR LT B Eh T A5 M P YR BT 2R AR R B R A AR R Rl B AN R AR 15 4% Ak B R (LG RS Mk AE FH
TR PR UGR) = TR A SRR AR R AR & IR HA R . B RS TR R ANE AR E .
FRE GEIR IS b A A S5 AH AR ' e B A e 3 i
Table 3. Related variables
=3 HXTE

AR g AR AR RS HHEARX

i - 0.303%f1+0.217#f2+0.144%f3+0.114 x4

BRER g 0.303+0.217+0.144+0.114

PR R B ifr EARAB + RPBANE + [55E B IH)LE 5 x 100%
. JASL i ¢ < efr (A + AR LT x 100%

fil R & . e e

R alr FURITR T x 100%

P ARAT 15 P R BT cefr (REATERE + RATIKER + PSR EBE™ < 100%

) _ b A size il B AR
P A e o o N E

H P& & fcf GETH AN A R B L R B

3. REIR LA RIRE ARG E SR WA R 4

PR Al BB 7 S5 Y R T L AN . O L IR B RS R . P
PR EI PR RBAER KR R AR Ao SRV R 8 ok V2, 7T LA AL R 7 6 75
,
3.1. PRRA Bl S ESH R MR R R R

PR 2 A R T ELAHTT IR 8 ELRERS T B (L SRR A IR UL, & ATTEAT A VBt 2
i, RIS A A AT AL N DO A W B 53K, TR T SMBEE T 2 A, SEHREAL,
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RALE G,
PRI, A SO Bt
BBE 1. B REAML SEREYR L 1T 28 =] PN AR AR 51 R 5 225 BUCAT U 5K
5L 2: . P ARGUEEE T F] A ERRL B R S A SO IR A G .

3.2. B ERFE Rl B ESHA K MR R R R

XTAGREHE L AR S, —HRIREEARE, BUILmimE — DRI, &2 RRMN
B, MR AR B TR EREN KRS R ERER G, BB, SRR
MAREE AT, RAS LA, T e L A SR BRI 3], AR R U A, R k™ 2R Al s . 3L
UKo XF R RESREE L AR S, EFBBELS 27— 2 AR, JF HREZ SRS X
FKPARL WARAE .. AFASKREMNGE I Z, B S WA B RS A . mH, &R
IRV 1A IR, Aol 8308 3 A R B R 58 < P ) Bt 5 7 R B 82 P 8 < % < PR L ) A
AFITF LSRR . W T RESREE B AR, BSRLBE BE s (8 ik 3RS KR B B A B it
ITRERIE, MIEIMAE SR A LR BARAR B 1S L 2B B PR 8, 7 A A
JRAS, (B ANY B T 9 13RS SEAF I s, 2 SEINE L2 ORI B, (2 (6 BRZ n sioxe il fr) 5 2
MFREGERE. S ETE, SRR TR

B 3: ARGEREIR . FTREVR LT 2 mBOBRL B R 5 48 SUCH U G

BL4: . ARG LT 2 ") BBl 58 6 5 228 SUCGE R 2%

BB 5: A SUAER 1T 2 W] A Al B R 5 4078 BTG E AR 5

3.3. REMEN IS ESHNERIERARRIZ

53 95 R B2 4 T LL o3 N AR IR BT R AN B8 7 G e, Rl P R 0 i Al A 7 ot 5 B S R P T A
Bt E TSl . X THREIE BT AR LRI Bl A R R RGBT AR SR B, Rk AE HI R
R NP AR E B EH AR, TSRS SRR, B BAAR, RS PESE, Xk B AR T
BORHEBY. mTHReds. RgriRIEL TR EEZNY, UAPREGRCE LT am B S a8 A, W5t
e ke, WURZE AN FEE G, IR R, EARARE L. X T Esuk
REWARME, BTSUER, A RS ZRAR S, LA P 2 BEAR SR 2 A ol XU 42
A , TOHL,  MAE F E BESZANE R R, BT LUK R SO AR B R o T B B RO
BUEA LR, BT AFSUE RS, WA FLERI REF, REZFIIMBAK, w0 H 58 6t
RGE BRAELAR . BB A R, Rt AR dak, ASCHR I a0 RB:

RBE 6: B REEANL GEREIR L 1T 28 7] B ST R S R Ui 22 B

fBBE 72 B REVEAIAL S RE IR L i 2 = A AR Rk BE 2R AR AR 228 B

B 8: HHIRAF SR b1 2w R Ml A5 FH R 5% 0 1E ) Ui 228 50

BBE 9: Ry REG U bty 24w kA Y i B 3 A A R M 2275 B

B 10: i AFE ST b A R B SR I A R R 22 B

R 11 I REESTRCEE BT A ] B R SR S 48 S

4. REIR L A RIRA B Ha & B SRR M R STIE D4
4.1, RG34
TE42 4, PTHREARAE ROIEAT T RGBT R B
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Table 4. Descriptive statistics
=4 WA MG

G giit& TEME bz B/ME EON Izl
F 979.000 0.767 0.685 -3.354 12.727
ifr 979.000 21.154 12.113 -0.174 60.683
efr 979.000 29.415 15.729 0.379 87.987
alr 979.000 47.701 18.175 0.708 89.274

cefr 979.000 14.618 12.175 0.000 150.536
fef 979.000 5.248 6.458 ~39.680 31.546

size 979.000 22.928 1.396 19.065 26.715

1) 2010~2020 “EFEAN T E P2 FR KBME AN 47.701%, LK, BTG epism. BIiEs 0
RRE G bR, (ERRE YO E P AR 40%~60% N LA, LU, BEVEZE LT A
TR LLE LU A iE . FEARA TSR, BARIT (S R RN 14.618%, XK LLEAL,
AR LT AR RSB TR LA AR, Ak KK, M LUk BRAT S 8 1 & TR

2) FEA A T YRR R (T EIME AN 21.154%, b BB . B /IME 9-0.174%, i KB N 60.683%,
A AN TR ARA 25 Bk o PITRRRTE SRR, RAZS R A 7R, (A il i

3) FEA T BB ER B R AT AME N 29.415%, Hi/ME N 0.379%, & KAE K 87.987%, bR ¥
R ERER, — MBI EA M BB T AR X B, 10 RS A A R AR, B 22 R it &
28D BRI ZE R

4) BHIARRET, BlERPbaEZE KT FE, RHAERKEER, WEA TR, &8iEshdhrs
A I AT 1 W) SR B AR I PG, AT 1 2 W) IR 4 I i —39.680%, i I A R AR AT AT BE A
SR B A T 2R T 7 A A PR RS

5) FEARAFMILEESHCTHIERN 0.767, ULHHSSARIRG:, iHksbtitnm, SAMES R/ IMEMZE
R, ARBL T BRI LT A R 2 A1 E S0 O ZE I . R AR 28 SO0 P75 o w1 T 0 25355t

4.2. iRt

WRIGFEA LN T 11 SEH PSR, MR R RT3, ARSI hEESHEE. k55T
R, Az GMM ZEAT TR B 704, Dy 1 AN it 5L 22 A 520 IR 3R DL R AR AR 2 AN A A R
PRI BN, RIS 70 8hm i, B 5E 0 R REIR AL S REIE L AR, HIR, NS
K. PEGERAMRSESURCKAEIR L A =], 70 BI% LA 1R il B3 45 My 228 SO ) 53 [ o

4.3. HXMESH

1% 5 R IEI stata e GE TR R A SRR AT IO OGP 2 BT 45 1Y fiRE A2 ifr, difr, alr, ccfr
SRR R F AR OC R B RAE 1% 82 MEKP BB 3% SRS R R BT R 2 ) 23 WY Y IR
HRK AR, B Aol A B A i i 55 T2 s AT B8 < R 5 SRS L i R s AR, xSkl
U R B PR s B ey R ARAT (5 FH Rk B3 R IR Ak B8 2R W i i, Bl e
WIE ARAT A AT KR BE R A IR BT, A2 E WO A AT A SR e S AR RS, X0 T KA
A AR BEE T LT G A BB RPIRES, RSV RIRrE A g, — BRI BE AR R, M
JEA Rl B R 554 B W as F O R S, T Lt e LA A A R B AR T A R SRR R T
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Table 5. Correlation results

5 HEXMER
F ifr dfr alr ccfr fcf size

F 1

ifr 0.244%** 1

dfr —0.314*** —0.446*** 1

alr 0.191*** -0.062* —0.414*** 1
ccfr 0.080** —-0.05 0.181*** —0.146*** 1

fcf 0.048 0.088*** 0.013 —0.064** —-0.04 1
size —0.236*** —0.179*** 0.317%** —0.465*** —0.098*** 0.042 1

TR xrx owx XN RIRORTE 1%, 5% 10% K R 2.

44. REERE

AT ASCR A R IR S5, B 5 IS &S TR GMM BERLAd TF,  Z06 m] B8t BLRY 5707 2217
AHATR S . ASCHE AR, ARJE IR ISR P AEH E 2 SAF R T 2. [AAZR LR 6.

Table 6. Test for heteroscedasticity
6. FHERR

HA RTE P1A
JSEuN 71,210.74 0.000
BraelRATI 18,156.64 0.000
fERRRIRAT 34,151.27 0.000
[SE e 26,341.37 0.000
SIS 35,002.85 0.000
&SRR 3273.82 0.000

45. FESEWEL GMM &3
AR5y BARKETRI G 0T BT o

F = aFL1.+ o, ifr + a,efr + ¢, CcCfr + aalr + o fcf + a,size + &,

Hoe, FLL N E—WIRS0L ifr ANEBLE R, efr ABBELE R, cofr AT TR, alr A%
FEAURER fof JE 4R size A m BRI A & .

Wik 7 AT LLE W, SRMIEDA SRR LSRRI IE A — B, AR AR N
BEZESR, AR R B IMR GRS e 22 /50N 0182, B~ fii 2 240v-0.112, AR 5T
HRHCN-0.069. NIBALT R REN-0.062. BiHHREIRAT ML T2 7R Y 7 i AS R, S s vt bt
B, RYERNAE R R MBIRER, &2 RS0

PR R A, PR R REIR AL SRR A R SR, R 2-0.217. —0.043,
HoArHraelR bl AR MEE ST A mAER TR S5 1 —.

MR 5 2K, AR AL Rl b 2 7 R 40551 9-0.029, —0.034, Tk BH AL fil Bt 2 5 2278
GUR R AR S5R% 3 —8. ULHHRBGELTE b i) AR T kS s, X MR S RE A
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WA BUFIREAZIN, SV E H B, BB K.

Table 7. Dynamic panel estimation results

F 7. BISEMRMEITER

. YRR B
ﬁﬁﬁ%i N PNIR SuVE 47
JERTN HTREVRAT Mk A REUEAT
0.063** 0.028* 0.082***
FL1.
(0.034) (0.074) (0.001)
i —-0.062 -0.217* —0.043**
ifr
(0.176) (0.094) (0.015)
; -0.069* —0.029** —0.034**
efr
(0.077) (0.021) (0.026)
0.182* 0.033** 0.011%**
ccfr
(0.074) (0.045) (0.004)
| -0.112* —0.044** —0.058***
alr
(0.063) (0.011) (0.005)
rof —0.238** —0.0043 —-0.009
C
(0.039) (0.616) (0.495)
) 0.434** 0.157*** 0.206***
size
(0.04) (0.008) (0.006)
AR(2) 0.132 0.253 0.617
HansenTest 0.908 0.101 0.695

VE: xR xR RIRIRTE 1%, 5%, 10%M7KF ER3E, FE.

M5 R g R, B AERE, BReIRAIE GiReIR i A =) R %00 i h-0.044, —0.058, 1 W] ¥%
PGB IR AR T2 E S SGE, SRS TV ESTIR R . AREDARITE SR ORE, FrhE
PRRLGERER LT A W) R 807075079 0.033. 0.011, Ui B Il A5 FH Al 5368 B REVE A = 2 M ROR K, HOA
NREEAR

A 8 MRS, MAERESTFORE, N EEREE F0 S AESUCE LA R A BRI, R
%79 0.025, i B3 I Al A A B A S 25 R aUEAT B < BRI RS AL IR HFE 1, X ik Sk
AR EREHEEN, S5k 8 —3. hEMRESER EhiAF, AT R R 8-0.018, H
FEURE, U] A BRSO T REE SR BT A R KSR A IHIE A . SREUETE, RBE, AR
BUEARBAE T BURIIACE,  HLA SRS ELIRAR, MURABED, TE A F G080 AL R 22 7 .

MIBAL AT %Rk, MUk Ll AR RECH 0.02, B RBGRL T 2 3R HEE BY T = S 80k B
NEGEGERE .. AR TIRIL S ESRHCE A F E EE KB, BRI 5 L, AT el
SR BANS S i A M ST AR, A BiE A AR 5, SR 9 — 8. PRESRER LT AR &
o H8-0.012 M1-0.024, #ANGUE, BHIX T RS LM AR S, AR BT R 52 2 1 S0
s, X—IRATRER BT REEEE EhiaF], TCVEIEF I AL 5 e ok, BBk E A
e BRI AR BURIIE DL, RIS, BB B SA S s S o Ak 588 A T 0K
s, DR, 0T AR ST E . Rk 4 L. Hi, IREESTRCEE A R HEIE R R .
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Table 8. Dynamic panel estimation results
i 8. BISERMEITER

~ PR R
R AR B — — PR PR
SES SN ES RSP E REGRE
0.519*** 0.492%** 0.353**
FL1.
(0.000) (0.009) (0.028)
i 0.025*** -0.018* -0.018**
ifr
(0.008) (0.064) (0.030)
0.020** -0.012 —0.024*
efr
(0.027) (0.132) (0.055)
—-0.002** 0.009 0.018***
ccfr
(0.254) (0.212) (0.001)
| 0.026** -0.018** -0.019**
alr
(0.030) (0.023) (0.068)
—-0.008 0.009* 0.039*
fcf
(0.391) (0.077) (0.010)
—-0.080** 0.074** 0.085**
size
(0.046) (0.016) (0.049)
AR(2) 0.361 0.241 0.457
HansenTest 0.414 0.575 0.750

VE: wxR xR RIRIRTE 1%, 5%, 10%M7K - FRZE, FE.

MEDIERAT(E R B 2R E, &, . RS0 Bl AR #2509 7179-0.002. 0.009. 0.018, i
A F R MRS SRR A F ok, BONIERSEm, BTk s AR & % AR, BREI &4+
o SRR, DR R SR R, 5 4 — 8 MESESUSEE LT AR, HoA
fal s, (HA2 T ERBEEDN, eSSk EH AR REMNRESEER, Ha, KHEIEH
B R REBEENIT S, MARBERENES, FEUAFRA. RSB e, B
AR ST SRR . MBHRK, B TS558k B AR ZARN, SR 9 —.

MEF= ks, & B RESHEE BT AR #5058 0.026. —0.018, —0.019, B 57 it
LRI R S SRS A R R i R, HONIE [ R . 0 B Rkt 2EL A 1) 7 AR il AT RE A TR Sk
B /N 7= Y T 1 & /AT 0l A 7897 NS B W I = P P 2 o % 107 05 5 AN 112 1 = R D X
B s ) FH B 7 SR AR 5 (R I S5 AT AT E R o H, R IRER S 3s BT A ml sEmiAE bu i s, B n) 5
WA o RPI Al TG 1 3 I K T O A R R, AT AR A RAT A S R B A RS, 16 TR IR
GO R R 5 LR A EERPIRA, AR SR g, R BE R AHRK R,
DAt S5 v 10 Rl s 11 &5 51—

5. &R SBIREN
51 WiR&GR

1) BhBEAEA T AJRALEE R . BB ER BT AR B S A0 B BRI AL SRk iR _E Tl A R 2B SO A W
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FHEN . ARSI R R SRCA E R . Hdr, SRR B AR S, NEESRE
LBV 1R 1R71€/: RN L 107 82 SN v Gl 718 ez SN TN | 4 5 K 8 SN 7 3 SR o 35 b W Y e/ A T
o NEESTI R RN AR . AEERET R BORER B AR LA AR

2) AR T A URRETE AR BB BT A B RO R AR SR LT A R A B SO B IR
Wi o A FDLAE R SR R X SR s . b, XT2E ST RE AR OB/ B iR .
RN BT ROALER BT TR LAE R BN T m ST A F S A R, TR S A e S

3) MBI ATRALET R AR B R AN B 0 R0 PR SESUIEE BTl A R 48 SO A e
RA AR FIRL B R X SR IE . Hodr, B S 30 s S5 S A 7] P AR AR K I A A i . i
B TR ST A R AR R i K.

5.2. BUREIN

1) BrREIR LT A R NIE Sy KA R . A RIS AR O, AT et 2 = R AR AR 1
Tr R, AH AR N PR FFIE AL, AN YR, B4 — RV R, FHAS A R S5
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