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Abstract

With the development of Internet finance, more and more consumers choose to handle bank
transactions online. Studying the impact of Internet finance on the profitability of commercial
banks’ retail business can help banks understand market trends and adjust business strategies in
a timely manner. This article explains the development of domestic Internet finance and the
changes in the development of commercial banks’ retail business under the background of Inter-
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net finance. Based on the previous content, this article discusses the impact of Internet finance on
the profitability of China’s banking industry’s retail business.
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1. ERSHS5HRER
11 ERMEMMRITEE N SRFIENTR

BEAE FEC St ke, IR BN SRR I BB R 45 &, SR G AR AT I 28 %%
FEAR T AROR ISR . FEXT DA 38 OB AT B s 2R b, JES AUt R S &, 3 RI,
IR 4 Ront e ML ARAT B R S5 R R S EARILAE = ANEFE

—JE CEORYERE” , AR ZEmE EAHESIEM . XE%RE, REL RGBSR AT E
AT S RAETET,  DAZAE SRl b IR G R B A kIR 55 1R AR AN T[]

T PR, RUMTLET B, AkiE 55 4 7 (Competition effect). IXERRE, T & @l
Tl 55 1 R R A LR G e N, B 2 A B Sl IR 25 T A M T 34 45 K R AR 784k, DT K A% 0 v AR
ES N E s AR

=S B E4ERET , RITEAR4EEE SR E b, BRSO BN ORI B X2 —Floo BBk
W R e A L b S5 B R AR 55 B A AT 2 ST RIS, 6 SR 1ol 45 A5 B AH O 1) 77 b 5 AR %%
BHTER, kB AR K SeE AR S AR B I, RERA MR, SRR R . iX
WEWE, EORMERAR SR T 20, EHEZMEME, w87 N E kL Hix s\ &) 57
HZ LSRR, FRETR LN W HE T L 5 A ] o R ARAT AT DA LI R xR B3 O i
B RIRSESCRE, AR A A AT DO ARAT IR R IR I E . REE . el AR 3 RR[2].

76 FIR TR B, ARSCIR N T WFAARE HL,  ELIBER SRl g W AR AT B 4% B R g D B
KON U, WAV B, BN &5 AR e F SRR X b, SHRIT R %
(BRI RE G R T MRS . (F2, R RBY B, RIS S5 BB SR G EABIME, FH0HE
BHARMIZE AW, Mt 7 e RAT F 85 &R g it

12. EERMEMIRITES W SEF DR R R

Bk A < ox e ML ARAT R B AL 5% A R R D RO R S L AR AT B B SR IR RS &, B, B
R A <z R T A [ 2R3 ) A M ARAT BRI M AR O R Z2 5, SRR B8 e b AR AT X 10K 4] < o ) 2 i e I B
BEE S5, TR /N TR R b AR AT X LB ) < R ) S ) S AR R BR s 3K — a5 EARAT AL R A D SR
DAL o B AR AT L ) M AR A A B VTR &R . B A B . RAEREEE SR . BURFRS MEAE R
A CORTIAME " SR, AT A Ak 0 1737 58 G R I H B A BU UL RE 7 [3]. KA R ARAT
R, BHERRE, NRGEHMBOVER, EREREETEEN, WIEN R 724 FE Bk
i), RO SEbl B R BEONIR L. KRHRAT R R A RAT AR & ORI AR, Sz 2
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HZIR UL KA B, X LD 2Rt S EAT T T BOR AR A 3 B — 7 R LG [4] -

ASCNEAR AR T BB e o SRAT T L S B RE T 0 B RR I ASEAIE AT 1S
PAT KRR . 5 /NATAHEL, ERs2 2UH M th B L NMRAT BN ™ A% o FEVRBIPLE]. PR B
b FRIECR AL MV ARAT B AL A € T b MRAT, BRI, eI IR A L T S R S N B
HUMRITIBRZ .

TE LR AT Rl b, ACSCIR M TR AU H2,  HLIE Y S o i ARAT 85 55 2 R BB D 2
EIH T R B, R R R ARAT BN, IR B RO AT L S AR I R 2
BUtE—E MR, EA KRB R LR AT T TR < R S0 2 R BLAS SR B, 1 rh /N Pl AR AT Xt
TELIR R B R R 2 BN 20, RSN AU

2. HSTRit
2.1, {RENG
NIRAERR B HL, it PR [l 45 .
RPM, = B, + BRPM, ., + B,FTl, + BFTIZ + B X, + 4 + & 1

LQ)H, RPM ABDRAT | ZEFEM t RS ELRER, By B B B NRE, FTI NFEMN LI
AW G RIEE, X N RIIEHIARE . A TR AR 2 N, &, 9 THTRASE 2 (R B AL 15 22 101
FIER M ARAT B ROFF L, TR I T R ARAT T 5 R F AR BRI — I E AR B RPM, o AR
FEHERHINT, FUAM B, A RERE NG, B MEIH KRR E N IE.
NBAEERUE H2, BT DL R AR
RPM,, = £, + BRPM, , + B,FTI, + B,FTI, xK; + 8,FTI?
+ﬂ5FT|t2 XK+ B Xy + 4 + &

Q)P K ONEMERAT | 2R, UFEARENARAT N R B BDARATIE, K=1, HAER T K=0. #H4E
B AHANE RS R 4.0 M. ARIEEREINT, WU A, MIEHREEE NIE, B HIEIHREEE .
BN FR(L) ()& A #A IR A, BT LLATAS 210 2056 J7 F21R AT e <2 7 A5 A W7 TH] A0 at A py 2 25 )
A FEMEAROLR, A& B VR G N AR A L[] 8RR DA% BB AT A0 A 25 A5 A 3 T R B i 1 7 v
G L PR T 77, Bl — B e T HARBIRAN KSR, AL —EMN
FR. ERSEANTERE RN A R 2, e TR AR R, B B RIGRIMER,
Bt R Emia. WX NMAERE, eAEHE. S2AEL0, H Arellano and Bond (1991)fr 2
H 1) 22 53 — i dE % (Difference. GMM) HH T2 & T TR R IR PR &4, (B ZEE LR S ATk
DUE R A0, HReE R E 41 TREBERRA S AR, IRMEN S e EERET
BUSE[S]e Atk FRATIE 2 2 v 2T VR R S A o Ao S A ) ) A ELBBR 2R
22. TEERE
221 HMETE
FH AT SRR R . BB PRI R (ROA) . 1 557 I3 (ROE) . & A # (OPM) Bl A %
FARE2(CPM). 17 £ 28 (PE) AR I i 2 (EPS) &5 =& 7 2 i ML ARAT B R B 0 B0 Fabr o BEXT Bkl @, IFAE
O ORISR, AR BUIR E AR T B S48 Rl R (G L8 FEIE B4 E 6 R E B R E
PO ARAT BT BRAIPE . D T ORIERF L &5 R RIS 1, S EL TR B R R (ROAVVE R AH K I B B 48
b, FEXTHIEAT T & PERER[6].
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Figure 1. Original lexicon of internet finance index variables
1. BN e T ERRIAIEE

HW, (FHE XA R RIE R 55, X5 BN &l ) S =i T &, R X
KB RAT Ak, RN EAT & CE P OCE IR U ok 3 Nk, — & S F
(2023). Ko (2020)%5 A\ (2022)f1 R [8] [9], A H EEAR R 51 B 1) B P AR N — IR S SR BiR 3. 72
IR b, FRATIE R AR R R B RIS BRRE, W SIS AT R R b . AR
IR HURARYE B RS F B AL TR S 1 5O A MBI, FTBCRIBER, DAEH B 5
WO, AR bR — Pl SR — N A AR G 2 BT . R0 A R 4 SRk AT
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e, BRI A7 30 FE W S5 4RARdE AT . BT BT 2 DU Fabm A S G P9 R
Mo R oNHEAE, K E R EE. BAMEERCARNAZR, RGN E L AR T 1 —
M egi it b . 2 AT B10]

—RX AL 19 ANSCHEFHEAT I AT, DL RE Y LI e R S AR RS B, X BURREEAT
Rd . ARG =ANYERE T RAL TR R e 19 > Sk i) AR o< R KL (K 2) &k KMO. Bartlett 6156 (% 1) AT LA
i, MRRBEARLHEKT 031, KERWEA KB HA - NIRFEAMBEER, &aTRET2r.
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Figure 2. Correlation coefficient table of
key words in internet finance
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Table 1. Relevant proxy variables of internet finance
1. EENEMEIRETE

EiERd I 4 il FARYESE Pl 4 il & YE T
KMO 18 - - 0.507 0.484
Bartlett Bk - - 35.901 19.055
6P {H) 0.001 0.003
AFETFA 3 2 2 1
Ji ZETTHRR 89.436 84.415 85.412 62.778

Kk

e UL TR IR RTE 1% 5%, 10%/K P TR,
BN RMEEERIE R . BT BRSO, HSEE KT 1 AR FET TR S5 R R,
INRTF T ETTRRFRIE R T 89.44% (45 2), RILAESEREM . oF e e i R 4R 15 B .

Table 2. Total variance explained by internet finance explanation

=2 HEMEMMRNEEE

N HRRAF A RHECPITAME A i RIIE: N
ait TEN%  Ritw &t TENR  Ritw &b TEMN% Rit%
1 12.279 64.625 64.625  12.279 64.625 64.625  7.458 39.255 39.255
2 3.592 18.907 83532 3592 18.907 83532  6.211 32.690 71.944
3 1.122 5.904 80.436 1122 5.904 89.436  3.323 17.491 89.436

RWOT: ERG 3T .
RN o AL Z ORI, R BOE R HEAT IEAC RS, A LR M T iR R A
RT3 7 R BGERE (K 3).

Table 3. Component score coefficient matrix

3. S REAER

1 2 3

H M 4k —0.041 0.130 0.029
HLFHRAT 0.034 0.032 -0.267
TELR A 0.034 0.126 -0.382
B AT 0.088 0.021 -0.025
H=T7 AT 0.143 -0.018 -0.081
[ 0.004 0.124 -0.029

P 25 $2 Bt 0.200 -0.199 0.109
FE LR FR I 0.053 0.101 —0.090
LI LA 0.120 0.001 -0.077
ELIBE R R RS 0.117 -0.043 0.048
KA 0.093 0.026 -0.029
=it -0.080 0.211 —0.066
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N # R -0.035 0.147 -0.009
X HefE -0.115 0.314 -0.200
AR 0.079 -0.021 0.090
4 Rl AU —0.056 0.213 -0.091
FRAT R -0.043 0.216 -0.435
BT R 45 0.191 -0.141 0.031
WU AT 0.069 0.015 0.044

Vi SREHUTEN T RNE: WSV RA Kaiser brEfL i) IESC e % .
BT ER G bR AR T30 IR, KA R 7 RIEN R RL A S, s HEKED
ALEE, R HabrtEfl 2 0~1 2 (8], HZIRAE 7 HHRM et ia 5L (IF1) (3 4).

Table 4. Internet finance index

4. HEMEmiEH

. LRI R4 PR3 A% =54 fil £ 2 P A 3
JR 46 PRtk JR 46 PRAfEAL JR 46 PRAfEAL JR 46 PRAfEAL
2015 -0.709 0.000 -0.847 0.000 -0.916 0.000 -0.622 0.149
2016 -0.643 0.042 -0.673 0.088 -0.822 0.052 ~1.007 0.000
2017 -0.447 0.168 -0.537 0.158 -0.534 0.213 -0.645 0.141
2018 -0.139 0.365 -0.145 0.357 -0.107 0.449 -0.721 0.111
2019 0.206 0.586 0.089 0.476 0.483 0.778 -0.135 0.338
2020 0.296 0.644 0.301 0.583 0.415 0.741 0.366 0.532
2021 0.661 0.878 0.789 0.831 0.690 0.893 1321 0.903
2022 0.774 0.950 1.022 0.950 0.791 0.950 1.443 0.950

AR AR SO A 5

TR e S, BT IRER AT, DR YRR R (VAN 7 5 W A B AR AR A I
SERFEREST 3 3).

TEAS FH A B SCARYZ 0 715 856 Gu it 25 A0 5 7 5 TR g HE SR 1) EL BRI 4 A48 80 J = A4 5 48 2B 4
EHRAAT: K 3 fin, HE5IRE RN SR R BEATEAR FRMFEM. 1R SR IR
RIESEZRNET 52 0Frg kR, BRMERZEHRATS, 1T R 2, 47Nk 5% 4 bk
FRBE s BB TIPS R P ARAT 2 I S AR R R 2, XA 5 BT AN ELIB ) G AT AR b i i
RKE[11]. 2015~2022 4F, HECM &SR T —MEEEES KBS, X R R T sk
L. =AM S, RHE4EES T4 MR E0r 2B EFEE0ES, FEIR. £
2015~2018 H[a],  ELIE D) < fl 5 7o MV ARAT SEATLAG) (0 il B 2 250 o S I EH S e B, (R AE YR H B
T sk, XU T RDARAT S TR G AL SN LA B R R T T — AT R . SRR
VERBOLRE, T HARI R ARAT A KA S A2 3 S5 T ZE W M 7 5 SR 20, SRR SR T ) 4 fi )
N2, FF B BB St 2 R X Bu s B, Rk, $R80sahe nr DIEZ 1. IR M R
2015~2018 4F, BEA “ EIEMIGREL7 X AMaw = FATERGIN,  “ EEN SRl X AN 7 LA R R
BT, 2R BN ST B & bR BN G 15 RORA 2, PR H R 100 244G
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[12]. 2019~2022 AU RGIEKREEL BT, B TP HRERET 7 3600, IZTL.EETﬁ:ﬁ‘E/]i
Ko FTEL, BAREANBIER, MEYEEIIRAAE —E KBS, HELSARE, BR22IH 7 EIRE
%, BRI RN T B SE RIS DL o

1—5@@@@@?5@ T RANEEIRE PR RESHERETSEL
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Figure 3. Internet finance development index

E 3. EEMERAZRIEH

Pt ASCERH T ULE B RIS B A e bR A SR 0 SCAR B i, BT LN 4 R
Febrik REA — A, JE AR Hh R S 45 R R SRR A (R IR s A X R 5 25 AT I & 56 1
TR LA o
223 BHTE

AR SCAOLE H S R ] 2 WL 55 R JEE (¥ GDP S B B RSB MR f) ) SR 4 (M2) IR B A W 4RAT
5 B AN ARAT S 7= R PR LI (FBCs) %1 AR AT TOW 45 M I AR AT S B B¥ 3 . (RNPL) 4RAT 77
FFFR(ALR)ZE[13]. HE AT RIE R Goit R M, UL ChEZHHES) Al ChESmES) Mk
TRASR A T EX G R E RS R E M.

23. WtER

HEXMEREH  —IFI
BMEFREKTFE —GDP
MR —M2
FEWSEWF]EE —RPM
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Flgure 4. Summary of variables
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R A AR SC T LA ) 6t pi D AR AT L 45 I St AT Beit, AT BRAIE 73X S8 50 1 Bkl 1) 1 S PR R
Sebk, R, AREUER T R E S KEA R AR 9 K EA B FIRAT ML s ARAT S 18 K
HR T DV ARAT VR N iR R 2015 4E A 2022 4, BIELGRARITAENR 9 KEEERIT. DLEE
FHAR B e B ST 0 R R B % KARAT AR BE RS e Wind WS e . e IERE 1, X 3R E R ARAT )
FEBAT TR0 A AR RS T 4 4.

3. MRGRSERRMERE

3.1 TEFRMKRE

AT H K Hadri #5560 LLC K536 IPS K56, Fisher K025 7772, o % KARAT R A RE A
TGt o, CAORUEREAR AR IE, MTiTEEse “Dhmlia” o HFFCRBL, SR T 8L 5 e E FE
FOBEAREHE. TP AAR. L5 EHR R GRARE BE NS h#E R 2 e 5), X bikR
WREEAT T Gevh, JRERRIL “hEE” IR
Table 5. Unit root test for commercial bank variables
5 BARITEEMNRMRELE
Hadri #2360 40 18 LLC ARSI 4tit & IPSHSSiitiE  FISH-ADF 4iil#&  Fisher-PP Siit&

AR K

(p 1) (p 18) (p 1) (p 1) (p 1)
23.2443 ~10.0069 0.9691 66.6944 109.3203
REM (0.0000) (0.0000) (-0.8039) (-0.8162) (0.0131)
18.7452 -9.1400 ~1.2590 111.2517 162.7911
ROA (0.0000) (0.0000) (-0.0879) (-0.0016) (0.0000)
14.3408 -5.4141 1.1702 67.1860 100.3770
RNPL (0.0000) (0.0000) (-0.846) (-0.8065) (-0.0524)
27.4892 ~15.4511 -0.2528 97.1955 164.9238
ALR (0.0000) (0.0000) (-0.37535) (-0.0808) )

3.2. ERMERMRITES SR FIRENHRE

e 6 AT HL R AIHERT g R . R — R — % DL MV ARAT 1) 85 48 R A
BEAR&, SREAREAE AT T T . I AN AT SRR T, RIAE PR AL T, & R RHE
T T SR S5 B T IR B IR, X B T B E B AR AT IR AT R 4 B R R R R AR —
MIFELEME . i AR (2)RE38HT Sargan K%, KILGLTHEN P AT 0.1, XUHTIIIZER A M H
MG, THARRM BRI RS . kT DR, AR SCRTEE ST (1 ) 7 S A TE R I 2
76

e, 16 R 5 KN 4 a5 RAT I A 1A 28 R BE 7 2 (A1 AR DG IR 6t b, FRATIAS 21 T L 4l
ST B AR R RE ) RN RAR DG, 45 3 - — R (IFN) 5 R A F(FI2) K IE R S5 e, HFE 1%
(5 AT S AR RIS E. R AR T LR R ERRE, REME AR T, BN &K S
HEEREAKTR “U” TRIEMK. )5, ERE 2 i 7 — MR, O, 504
ISR &R B IE R e 0 RIFBA T, X BIGIE 7. A W gEfE b, TR G R 2 A 7 M ARAT
BN SAIE R T, ERARMGYEE B, FEBEE R ARAT AU ELIB M SR RREE R &, ARAT 0 LI
SR PRz, DR, U HA VR SR AR i T — R B s (i T R R BT
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Table 6. Empirical analysis of the impact of internet finance on commercial bank retail profitability
= 6. EEMERXS W RITE S S FER SN HY STIE 5 4

AR 8 AR iR 1 i 2 iRl 3 1T 4
0.3724 0.5320 0.8504 0.4434
RPM (-1)
(~0.0008) (-0.02578) (0.0000) (~0.0049)
-0.0191 -0.3742 -0.0159 -0.0219
IFI
(~0.0005) (-0.0310) (0.0000) (~0.0039)
0.0448 0.1894 0.0126 0.0135
IFI2
(~0.0008) (-0.0103) (0.0000) (~0.0026)
0.2937 0.0021
GDP
(-0.0428) (~0.0022)
0.3206 0.0185
FBC
(~0.0455) (0.0022)
-0.3079 0.0238
M2
(-0.1518) (~0.0038)
—0.4627 —0.1898
RNPL
(-0.2937) (~0.0691)
—1.2882 -0.5301
ALR
(~0.084075) (-0.082935)
AN [E] 58 RN Control Control Control Control
AR2 F 5 —-1.4376 -1.1770 0.9504 0.9685
(0.1237) (~0.2046) (-0.3012) (~0.2926)
36.3281 26.2020 36.1924 20.9015

Sargan #4&
(~0.4792) (-0.8688) (~0.3138) (~0.8620)

TE: BARECN 565 WObRHER 2 BRGIS T 7350 PAE A4 RAE G 1% £

Hk, xS REAT TRV, 537 51 1 MIE SR & 45t . ERETF R EKTE
(GDP). #MEHATHEAN(FBC)SE N & REAE 1% MK T, R2EFENIER, XWHAEF KRR JEHR
AT HENFR B S5 5 R ARAT T80 45 8 R 26 2 IR 45 R B I IE A DG . B8 R BY 3K 2 (RNPL).
AR (ALR) R 70 2 RAMAIE 1%MKTF TR, HEERIE, XU ESRARTZE SRR R
BB TR, At R T E TR R MK, S GUED R ARST, FLB S LR o .

N ARSI R, R T R R R (ROA), W R R AR AT T8V 25 R 2 1 B AR 4G
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