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Abstract

The panel data of 30 provincial-level administrative regions in China from 2011 to 2023 were se-
lected, and the benchmark regression model and the intermediate effect test model were used. The
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paper quantitatively investigates the effect of digital transformation on green total factor produc-
tivity, and the mechanism of industrial structure rationalization as an intermediary variable. The
results show that digital transformation can significantly and positively promote the level of green
total factor productivity. At the same time, after the endogeny study and robustness test, it is found
that this conclusion has good robustness. The results show that the rationalization of industrial
structure is one of the important ways to promote the level of green total factor productivity
through digital transformation. The results of heterogeneity analysis show that digital transfor-
mation has a more obvious driving effect on the improvement of green total factor productivity in
the southern region and the regions with a higher degree of opening up.

Keywords

Digital Transformation, Rationalization of Industrial Structure, Green Total Factor Productivity

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

TERBRAEAE IR SRR H 28 IR 5 N, 2t 22K 4 7 %(Green Total Factor Productiv-
ity, GTFP)/E Jy i & 22 % v Jot & R e K B 2L b, S 1 B2 UM 2R 5 IR B AR AR, B S
K7 BARIZCEGTZ —. SIER, B R E R R A i 0 IRk Bh ), IREd E
AL ABHIERCE . IEEAR T, R A T 2 PR AR AR . SR, BTk
R UMAT RN 2 (B A B AR PR AR Y Hoh A SR @ A 4 Sk P AE AR 2 N TEAE L 5 A7 AE 23 1]
SR ? XL AR T R R S B S AERE S S N, IRAUR AR .

2. MHERGRIAR
2.1. BFHERNSFEaERE~E

Bp RN 2R 0 A B R AL = 2 (GTFP) R THEH O A3 B 2 4 B S S HF. WEMETTE, Xt
Q018 KILFA N AL %) GTFP HIRHHE R B3 K TRl AR, HARTHXARERE[1]; FI558
(2023) 5 T IR T BFEIRIESE, HFaTri@Ed AL T R BEHES) GTFP MK, AN fEM R -R IIE N,
EHILFRIBIERFAE[2] . HOW-5 R Z T, XSCR Z52023) PAKIE MV NFEA, F8 H B AL ALE T 4k B h
ARANH AN S IR B IR T GTFP, ZREBHL X K B A Al i R AT R I 5 B 23] A RS (2021)
T I T AR A B0 s B0 25 i T REIRCHE AN o A IC B AR AL B8 GTFP, H= Wb fg r= kb
KB 1[4]. T FEERQ24YEHRtEN B it — P B, B AR AU E A i A GTFP ik
RN AR EAA Y, FERGET S A ) R B S IR E (5]

2.2. PSS EK

PG G A TR GTFP B8RP E E A 0, HAE MRS =5 R SO o
fER. BELQO19IRH, &g i A R ge il . P S eeHEsh =L R S5 2R, it~
5K BB [6]; B EESF(2023) N R I PEAL A &3, R Ui Aol B A i A ik R DL RS AR AL . A oE it
TR REAE, HEB LB IR A, (R FR(R i r=h gh h & BRAR 7] X322 5 5 1, JE e 55202 1) 45
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By LBt X BT T GTEP 3R THKA SR oA GUHT, X Ab 75 38y WO B B AL B AL Ak s IS0 5%(2023)
AhTE, RIS B L) GTFP N R 2, 57\ MG ROk s DI G . B, 5y bHEs%(2021)
R Alk RO ST BRI AR AU, E RIS B BT S SR RN, O BR AR A R v el S5 4
TRERL TR T 255 (8] B/ MASE(2024) 387, BUFECT B “ M + BUSIRSS 7 )ArhE
LA HIEIAEE, BB RO 8544 5 GTFP 1) IE R 52 [9].

3. BRSO EMRRL
3.0. B R

BT A R L 2 2 AT FIRL X 2 O 4 BE B AR 77 3 AR B B I (Rt AN, A O I R AT T 47 4%
RGPS AR RS, B 7 BRI ERCR, M TR T I .

Hor e BB By BOR 5 2R SEER TR L R G, D023 C BRI AR L0 30N (147 e 4L
TR 2 e 4 B3 A P R (GTFP) BT . BT B AR S, By b LR L S Hodle R AR 5 8 g
I HTRSHEILRCAE P ER AR, AR R REAE . KB R A, b BRURIR ORI A ™ H %,
B BOR AR SE RN B 228 Z 20U A i s, 1 9m ST IR S 2r 0™ 2 A A5k . IR
RERENE, BT BARMEEREIMERE AR, XA B, AR 88 7 % HEG
B 2P A REAUTS Qe BUBR AT, IR ARG HEAE 2 B AR A b 5 WU R A I S8 o 838 T T B 7 H 75 G
HE, A GTFP B SERMECAR B i . WERGEREHE, P S mEMIRSHEARY 8, oitH
BEARHI AT T, Tl TR e st 2k L A AN T, B0 5 SR BRI G (1 AT 3R3 (RS 48) e A0
o X GTFP P AERBN . 25 b, fe i T Rk:

BB 1 i R e W 2 (R AR (A R A R T

3.2. HFUERS~IESHEEK

By R B 8 g B 2 b ) A 7 B R KR S L RO 7l 5 ) 5 BEARRS 2  3 (e AR,
MV R BRAL B AZ O AE T 345 AN 7 ML 8] BG A 3200 M A8 15 P il HLEE R B %0 B Ao I I
Rl Rt 7 A SR AR [10]. WEF ZERECE TN A, et gt T ik S rfe
BACRGHERYE, FTRCT R IS SRR AR TE BARIFRIILG, EASBIA. 57 Eh A R e
PRt A7 I IR TR B2 ik Z s AR E SRR T, BT ORI, A8 S B[]
NATRE, IR B Ky AT B RN 1A S A, S U E B FA St 1 ]
RN RIS A P S S AN BRI BEAT, TR AN UM E A L RC & M AT A o™
WA ERTER A R, B RIE AR S S ROy, AR T U N A
S{3E DT 4y B 7R b/ N T 8 G A fE 5 N S a3 o S NS i P & 5% N (12
I ST S A8 He i A R AR S R EER IR, TS ARS8 LB AT Rk T AN, 2 e ik
R A B . Z5 BRR A R

Bt 2: B R e B 2 (et P e S B AL .
3.3. SRR ER LS

By e R AR P S5 S B, OSSR T S (A A AR P R (GTEP) A% O AR B8 4. X — %
PO AE T A BT BORE L R IRAC B2, SCOLA T R GCR SRR PRI BRTH 1] &5k, 1E
ZRBCEATI I, BCrEoRUE S . PIBRR)IT oS S EE 2, SCELE R ML FASHEIL AL, (E50AC, 95
2 BEIRSE A EARIRAGH T ek B G 1T, B SRR I IR 9%, PR e 75 e HEG H Ak

SN
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GTFP & T+ AR ARl . H, 7Bk B ) S 2R R BETT I, HU=F S BU Pl 5t etk ilid k5 8 Be
WHRSS SREOBRVER AR & BRIB BB REURIR T AL, SO Al SRR 2 15 P [ ik
i Ber TRIESOEARKIBNR 583, HammiRut s, BRGREMA A . &5, 1EEMNE
FEWI S FIrH, FET s AT 8, BOREE & AUE R S R, i RO E Y RS T
H G| S RAFRBOURER12]; Fy-FaimieiiafEs, BEsbied =g, ke ae, @ %k
DR 4, HESZR LR R R . 23 b, PoMb A & BACK B AL B 0 B %% & % GTFP $2
Tty EECRIIAEE, i SR SR TT ARG o SR EIR AT B
R 30 Pk b A PAL R B A B e b 2 0 4 AR 7 AR T T I AR A

4. R
4.1. HEXE5HE

BL 2011~2023 £EJ9HIF FUI (]33 15, 50 55 74l A s I 5 JU X PR 04 2 i, B E 30 /> AT BUX A THI AR
el 38 SRR FE R 5 2ok o i B A e T 5 o (o e R A P R RS IR RN . B RVR T P AR %R 4t
THEE. ERGHR. (PEASSGUEE) (PRBRSHESE) (FTESIHES) & S TEoE0
98 O B SR RAG, T8 R EE AT AN, AR ORIE S ) Se B ko

4.2. TEAESHA

42.1. ERTE

SRR AP E(GTFP). A B R E RN 25 B = AR = M E A R T, —NE
G BRIX A 7E A 52 BT 3 P4 430 A P B R I 255 R R a4 . 515G A B3 A 7= 26 (TFP) U %
HATERFEAE, GTFP ML COIHE TR IR EE N R N AL, K R A 7= i A% b A v 4 P 7 ot (I
W= ), VPR ESS I D S AN E AT ER N, SEIA BRI K B R KT o S I 22 T 7L
FCR[13], KR A B AR =R (1 & 2 LA X SRR GDP Oy HIEE = AR &, AR sh R HER
ol NBCRAT &, AT Z I 88 B ARAE B R K AT R TR R B[ 14], AEHAEE ™ H DA X H
TR TV K ) oalk — AR (3 W) AT — 5 b [ A R 3 O i)V R d bk &, ehnik R
1 iz, FEA8H SBM-GML B e xoh 43 0 4 3 2 A P R b AT B[ 15] [16].

Table 1. Evaluation index system of green total factor productivity

* 1. FEEBEREFTRITNERETR

TiH — AR bR B3
NN FERPWANELTIN)
N TAHN [l % RAAT B (1L7T)
GREIN AEVSTH FE R RO MR HENRD)
SRR R P b X R R A e B i [X 5fr GDP
Tk R R TR K AR (T3 )
RIS Tl = A At Tl = A AR HE R (T )
Tk A R ) — ATV R FE(TT )

4.2.2. BRLREREE
B AL RU(DT) o B e R DB A BOR « BUr A7 i A 761 6 IO BE Rl B0t 9 SO o, itk

SN
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Mol kAN AEL PP EZ N BB ENERE. S840 “3Fi” (Digitalization)s “ 15 2467
(Informatization) /AN [f], - F AR AFTAET “H 8”7 (Transformation), HAZORMERIN: FARE
P JRAER—HORN A, T2 2 M T ORI RS T E A% B oRkash . KB dsE s B 5C g Ak 7=
BER, WIREE RS ERMEL; REEMNME: B GH @ G, kS EreTr
AN ERE . BReAFT). AU EEEAMSEL . BEE) L a R a G IrECEE: BhR
FETARFLEE . QUB ™ /IR SS MR SE 4 ) I TR K . B T I & W FE LAl 17] [18], 276
BB TR S IR . AP R SR, WECTF AR . HeT b RE T S R AT
FAAEN ZAYEFE R i B P B I R A VPN bR &R, W15 2, I BLAE AR (B2 SR ) A e 2 sk
ITIE .

Table 2. Evaluation index system of digital transformation

2. BFUEENTMIERGEAR

5K — 4R — T A Tt
NS e B (A P 5 K i
AN i

W UIERHE TR Ko
LI S P SR 1 A T i
Bl R B AR I SR G A i
I 2 R A AR () i

B B
B T 7 45 B BRI TE) i
AL ) 5 R
AL BRIl S BN TE) iE
W L4 IS T iE
AR G SR BRI BRI A R E
HFHN

RHEAIBHN HLBLLA b T Mk R&D 23 (127E) i

423. FNTE

P SE R A FAL(RIS). ‘EHT BRI AEFEER (A, 558, FEIRE)EA R P L1 2 (A B AP e
FE S8R, R RS8N 75 454 (1 sh A& O 1 -5 5 UEOR F R v it . AR AE T @ a7l
Bt D EERD, PSR AR R RN BT IR S R RS RIS A SR B AR, SR
FOE LB 2 TR SR A 3L . RS IUA 8 IR AE[19], AT DA 2R Fa Bk i i e Mk 45 4 45 3

Y. .
feitsane, AR mszz;l[ <Y>J1[Z<> /i] et ¥ REIBIK L A(GDP), ¥, R 1 BIX
(i,m,t)

S om PENAE IR SME, L AR S ST AN AR, L, ) 3K 0§ XS m PIVAE ¢ ]
MISFEIRN, ASCHETERI RS — A=/, K, i=1, 2, 3. RIS @&/ & B Fa$ahr,
Bk S g 5 2] RIS FMEVDN, 2, RIS IR,

4.2.4. FHTE

ARSCEE] T W N A B AR (AR A PR AL R B, ZAEEEED), UM S EHE
B M X N K bR s S, BB I n{EL(ST) B, DASE =R I o e e
FILLESRET R 55 =, XAMTRFEE(TO), DAk DA b 2 A 7= S A8 1 bl EE R Al &
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4.3. BERME

4.3.1. EEEIFER
8 RS M A FUB s (2 A b, MR 0 R IR IR, BT AT AR R A e A R

R -
GTFP, =, +a,DT, +a,M,, +m;, + ¢, )

i, i, ¢ A BAREA BATIIX IR I, GTFP RFEG A TR %, DT RERHA, MAIRER
WA, m FoR MARE R, &, FEBENI BT

4.3.2. RAYRKRIEERTY
A PN A IARISE R A AR &, MR RS . /AR A B P R B —
, RREA ()P RO EE R o 2T EE: B8, MRS L g5 &30
ATEIE, BRI Q)R R A R B R B EE; 00, MBS P S50 & BT
SROREERA R 3G), MRB TSGRy, .y, RERE. £
R EEAEIR Y, B a v By, BE y, AR, WHHL S G B BA B2 R8N 4 o
B~ oy Moy, B, WGP E5 8 & BRAG LA TR /e 8. B (2) SRR 3 BT =
RIS, =B, + BDT, + M, +m, +¢, (2)
GTFP, =y, +7,DT, +y,RIS, + ysM, + m, + ¢, 3)
4.4. RS
X3 NEAERRIEGIFEE R . WREIERI, SO2TERARIBAMEN 03876, WRiEERN
0.2404; ZRE AR BEF AR IR KNB/MES M 15 0.182, XK HIFRIE & 1 X 40 (0 2 B3 A ™= 3 I 22
SR AR, BT R R K S B ME SN 0.6697 5 0.0365, X IR E %4 AT X I
BT A B TR S AT AE I S P DX 22 e 1P o

Table 3. Descriptive statistics for each variable

? 3. BLEMARMGIHE

A B R B e BABRE WEZE THE BKE BME

B R AT & G R TR GTFP 390 0.2404  0.3876 1 0.182
B R R PSR i DT 390 0.1122  0.2148 0.6697 0.0365
AR Pl A, RIS 390 0.1031  0.1570 0.4980 0.0061

AN ED 390 0.0787  0.1558 0.5049 0.5365

P AL & F=ralk L FWY 390 0.4702  0.5062 9.5525 0.0599

XF AT ISR TRADE 390 12118 03264 234975  0.0076

5. SEESER PR
5.1. ZEifEMET

IR0 B AL AT SR B B R A PR R (GTFP) IR, A SR 2 S [m A AR A, 53RN 4 Fios.
T RTMAEH B &, FAUFETODEIRREIIET 1%MR T KT LEENE, IABEHTERR
BN 07704, LB TLEAE B R GTFP #27F, % 1 Bk EAERANBIE TR FZEARBRRE
BEEL 57 P A, SEE AL 43R SR B SR RE U IR, JRE I AR SIS E R R BE, §9ik
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IEEL R A P2 R R RIS . BRI G, ZHEREED). =705 LU (FWY) RIS T8 B2
(TRADE) [ R0 5124 0.6002+ 0.2001 F10.1070, ¥idEid 1% B EMERL, RWEERT /1. Wl
Rtk B E PR 51 A R RE IE M KRS GTFP. A48 8 f5 A LA L (Adj-R?) N 0.632, LT ARIMA
IR 0.4992, PRI J5 4270 A > FH N 428 1) A% 88 1) [l I3 45

Table 4. Baseline regression results

4. FERFLER

. GTFP
A \E‘
(1 )
DT 0.7390" 07704
(0.0624) (0.1303)
0.6002"
ED (0.1907)
0.2001""
Fwy (0.0808)
0.1070"
TRADE
(0.1070)
" 0.2290"*" 0.1950"
BT
AR (0.1403) (0.0224)
5E RS yes yes
FEA S 390 390
Adj-R? 0.4992 0.632

e L L N 1%, 5% 10%H 2 E MK, O bRdER.

5.2. RfEMRE

5.2.1. B EREEFE—H

N TGN AENE R AR R A RER, BT R AS BR  U R BI St BR A P R IR
Wi, AR AR A% O R AR B AL R (DT B i Ja — WD T ). SRR 5 Fos, i )E AR AL
PE 1% 50Ttk LR 2EONIE, HASSAER A T7 [ — 8, X RIIEEAER RSB E5 e BRA Rt rt, [Fn
WRFEBARY BRI, BN EE S HIVE B AR, I g a2 B R A= R1
TR 2 AR R EE B o

Table 5. Core explanatory variables lag one-stage regression results
5. RUBBRTETE—HEE5SR

A GTFP
1.2495
DT (0.1978)
0.2113
ED (0.4003)
0.5005"
Fwy (0.4918)
0.3198"
TRADE (0.0727)
. 0.1044"
R T
AR (0.0147)
FEA 360
Adj-R? 0.645

W L N 1%, 5% 10%H1 2 EMKE, O bRdER.
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5.2.2. BIBRFFHRIER

BT HA A FATELX, Abat. B, VLIR. J72R WL, REEFIE PRI IX 2 50 ARG, JF
HEAMKRMABL R B, U HoRRE b A f PR, R e A S A i R i 2 (0 42 R
Ape R E BABORKILS, IME % SEWT A0 IR SO, R L i DRy i AR 800 21 Bk =08 it
ATEVERSE, FPRIEE 6 Fon. MEEHE T, B e R gt 4 BER A RIS (10 2 4k 5 1R 7
3 TV AR5 HEE BRI AR 38 45 R AR R, FE IR T SCE (R L AR BN R (AN 52

Table 6. Regression results after exclusion of special samples

6. BIFRFHRIEAFREYALR

A H GTFP
0.67533"
b1 (0.1305)
0.0263°
ED (0.1566)
0.0023"
FWY (0.0498)
0.1204°
TRADE (0.0659)
- 0.3167°"
BT
AR (0.0236)
FEA S B 299
Adj-R2 0.642

e L N 1%, 5% 10%H 2 EMKE, O abRdER.

5.3. RPN

TR RN IR AR, Hoh, BOR(DRIBIHSR R, BT R R et R A R A
ERIERAER . BEAQ)FIEIHEE REW], B e B G 2 gt 7 b M & 34, [H REBO8 U
JE PRI P S5 A 5 B — A S SRR, RV L S5 15 B AL (0 AR RN U7 b 5 4 5 B A PR R PEE At
Pk, Bt 2 FFERER . AR DREAZ L, ERBG)FIA 7kl G2 —hn s, 44
WoR, BT AR A R B R VIR, HP LS A BRI B R A O b, XA IR Bk Al
HE AR — DRSS, R, EIMAPEE &I — AR G, BRG) T R )
[ RN, SRR R I, R 3 AL,

Table 7. Intermediate effect test results

® 7. PAYREEER

2 GTFP RIS GTFP
ya \E
(1) 2) (3)
DT 0.7704"" —0.2342"" 0.6574""
(0.1303) (0.0692) (0.1201)
—0.0798"*"
RIS
0.0906)
AR B Yes Yes Yes
. 0.1950™" 0.3121™ 0.0543™"
= H IR
A (0.0223) (0.1187) (0.3482)
[25] 52 R Yes Yes Yes
Adj-R? 0.632 0.74 0.659

e TN T 1% 5% 10% 2 E MK, QW bR .
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5.4. FRM4ETHT

54.1. XERRY

DL “ZRl& - W7 N R REAR S N T SAE T IX,  [FIASE R 8 Bk, BUr AR
AL 7 (X 45 2 2 1 1A 52 4 0, e B A4 P2 28 (GTFP),  ZE 510N 2.0752 1 0.9525, i@ 1% 2 &M
Ko, (HE X PR E R BTk, HIERET: MK UK =M. K= L, RES
GREER,  mBARHE A SRR S s, SE A ANER S, Ak X E T S e m, RS
BB U BOE IR R & SR MRS R A S KR, R, EAERERAR ‘87 +
Rt PhRIBUR, 5G ik, Hd OS5 HT B i B AL T I 1.5~2 %, PREERNHIRRE R v, TR
“HURBIE + BARMRAE” SIS, thAh, mMTRE T AR 70%0L EREIE AT A S, AU
R RN IBAREE m TA0T7, HREhRe T 7 L

Table 8. Regional heterogeneity test results
8. XERRMRIER

A BT HLIX Jb 77X
bT 2.0752" 0.9525"
(0.2097) (0.2189)
P A g Yes Yes
- 0.0695"** 0.2971"**
BRI
ke (0.0433) (0.1069)
[&] 5 B Yes Yes
FEAR 182 208
Adj-R2 0.741 0.708

T L N 1%, 5% 10%H1 2 EMKE, O abRdER.

5.4.2. MK ERBRMY

Table 9. Heterogeneity test results of opening level

? 9. WIMFRUKFRRMERIELER

A Xt AN RO P48 i i X Kot AN T IR PR (X
1.2369° 1.0151"
DT (0.2375) (0.2188)
AR Yes Yes
N 0.0772"* 0.2738"**
e T
AR (0.0540) (0.0319)
[ 58 %N Yea Yes
FEAR R 195 195
Adj-R2 0.636 0.445

FE: UL RN 1%, 5%, 10%[ BB MK, W AR,

P “ R B0 AR ) B E 7 SN B AT IBOK P, R B PATEUX 2011~2023 SR
AIIFTBOK P HEAT 2, FEIX3 30 N8 BATELX S S IFTBOK PP EHME I L4 K 30 N8 JATEUX 70 i
RSN TFTBOKF LR AR, B A e R S (0 R B AR P RN S PR R, S5 5R LR 9. R
U BoR, FEXSNITBOUK T B X, By R 181 R EE 1% g8 tH /K B8 NIE; 7EXTAh
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THBUK AR, By R R R, @i 1 5% ST AKCF B MRS, RUIEXSMFEOK
ST R X A R St A R A P AR e AR SN R . FERLIRR, AT AN IR R R 1
HuIX, BN 542 BIR BN EHER S O EOR M B2, RIS AT DAk B AR =K AT, A
T {95 7 A e TR0 St € 4 B AR 7 R A (B A Y T AP TBORE IR R 1 [X 207

6. ZRERBR

PL2011~2023 4EH [ 30 NEBATEUX RNFEAS, STIES3 BT R B - B v A 16 AL %) 4 60 4 B R A 72 3 (G TFP)
AT B IEAEN, 20 WEME SRt 365 S50 AR T e Pk g i & B A Hrp R AR AR A
BAE T “ A — Pe L 45 M A F AL — GTFP 42717 1ML S48 XU R, 57 X B b
ROGE GTFP (A P T A6 75 M DX s %o 4/ SRR P 265 v b X ) 50 A s B IR ) 25 B R A 4« 6T otk
PRBW FBORE/R: — B G B THE o S 3B e 18, S5 5G. T H B 24
LA Y SRR AT R, AR M DR R, IR B + e PRI NI SRR R
WHR. ZRUBA R IRE PSSR EAGER, BB G, BRI EFERE =
SR AR ), CRE “HeE + HliE” B + RS RGBTk R RERE S HERL
ZREBOR PR SR A ERAR IR T A KR S Yo 2 i b DB B AT L TR I A5 38 £l B A i
AR AR H, AKFEEC AT G HES P~ 2T IR, $RTHSRaEARIBIE R . DU 2 Ak X Sl
FHEGEORIE, EAXAKIEIARB LR By + 67 QUSERE, b7 Xin K& g v
BUR R, W TSR T E TR & EH SmAEN, Nk bEAR A VE DR B A . Fogie
E AN IS B A R P RN, s T U X 1% “ KSR 5 + artailis” Wk, 51HEE Rk
BT HAR SR E ALY, AR LSV EAET G, 40, Brr bR ET GTFP 558 51 %,
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