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Study on the Operation Efficiency and Influencing

Factors of Urban Credit System
Take the Major Node Cities of the Chinese Section of the

Silk Road Economic Belt as an Example

WANG Xia'  SUN Zhenzong’
(1. Finance Research Center of Northwest China Lanzhou University of Finance and Economics

Lanzhou Gansu 730020 China; 2. Duxiaoman Financial Technology Co. Lid. Beijing 100094 China)

Abstract: In order to promote the implementation of “One Belt And One Road” initiative the construction of
credit system of cities along the Silk Road is very important. In this paper 12 nodal cities along the China section of
the Silk Road Economic Belt are selected as samples and Super — SBM and Tobit models are used to analyze the
operating efficiency and influencing factors of their credit system. The study finds that during 2007 —2018 the aver—
age operating efficiency of the credit system of major cities in the China section of the Silk Road Economic Belt is
0.8 which is relatively low and the overall level needs to be further improved. In addition the variation trend of op—
erating efficiency shows phased and regional characteristics. Per capita GDP government control enterprise scale
and cultural factors have significant positive effects on the operation efficiency of urban credit system. Therefore this
paper puts forward some countermeasures and suggestions such as accelerating economic development increasing
investment in urban credit system construction encouraging enterprises to expand scale and improving national edu—
cation level.

Key words: Silk Road economic belt; Credit system; Efficiency



