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Digital Inclusive Finance and the Labor Allocation Efficiency

Li Yan

( School of Economics Zhejiang Gongshang University Hangzhou)

Abstract: With the rapid development of the digital economy exploring the impact of digital inclusive finance on the labor alloca—
tion efficiency can provide a new path for promoting the reform of labor market allocation. From the perspective of innovation &
entrepreneurship activities and market division this paper constructs the mechanism of digital inclusive finance’ s impact on the
labor allocation efficiency. Based on Chinese city — level data this paper adopts a new method to construct the labor allocation ef—
ficiency and empirically analyzes the impact of promoting the development of digital inclusive finance on the labor allocation effi—
ciency. The study found that developing digital inclusive finance can significantly improve the labor allocation efficiency. The re—
sults of heterogeneity analysis are that promoting the depth of digital inclusive finance has a significant impact on improving the la—
bor allocation efficiency; promoting the development of digital inclusive finance has a greater effect on improving the labor alloca—
tion efficiency after 2016; promoting the development of digital inclusive finance has a greater effect on improving the labor alloca—
tion efficiency in regions with a higher rationalization level of the industrial structure. The result of the mechanism test is that pro—
moting the development of digital inclusive finance improve the labor allocation efficiency by stimulating innovative & entrepre—
neurship activities and improving the level of market division.
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