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Abstract

With the deepening of digital transformation, the evaluation and improvement of enterprise economic
performance have become important issues. This study aims to explore the evaluation method of
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digital enterprise economic performance and constructs a comprehensive research framework
through principal component analysis (PCA) and hierarchical clustering analysis. Fifty Chinese listed
digital enterprises were selected as samples, and key performance indicators were extracted by PCA
dimensionality reduction based on their financial data in 2022. The enterprises were classified and
compared by hierarchical clustering analysis. The study found that four principal components ex-
plained 83.664% of the variance, effectively representing the main information in the original dataset.
Hierarchical clustering analysis revealed significant differences in economic performance among en-
terprises, with Shanghai Ganglian E-commerce Co., Ltd. performing most prominently, while CITIC
Ninya Wine Co., Ltd. needs further analysis of the reasons for its low performance. This study provides
new perspectives and methods for the evaluation and improvement of digital enterprise economic per-
formance, and points out that future research can be expanded to non-financial indicators and global
enterprises to enhance the universality and applicability of the research.
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1. 5|15

B (5 BRI R A BRE B — AL AN et B e M S SO LR T SE 4 /) S
DUATFPEE R I RBEIR AR [1]. X B R, ML G U L RGOV EE, AT )
Tk TR A B e RO, O E S R SRR AL TR AR IE[2]. SR, Bk 2 B ST
20 Y PR RV R A 23 P A 0 L AT HE TR PP A FAR A 20 BT RO — Kbk 3]

TR 73T (PCAYRLR G RIS 7 A st K (A AL BREOR, Dufigi e IR 1) R 1k 7 AT g 32 ak
o Tl FREAEROR, B N2 R E R SR U A BU LR YE I T, i e Bt &ty 46
BRI NSRRI 4], RGBT — Mt T RGN RET %, EREMRIE LA 2
FrEzESe, R AR, BRI AR b 8] A AR UL A 22 A 5]

AL E B S E M ARG IR TR, WD ERGTERBEHESE, XAy
W ZEFFESRHATIRAR T B, RSO AE AL L5 SUR A & M L2, SRR TR
I 3R R0 0 BT AN R G SRR A B B SR AN S D R . AEBCEERE b, ASCREE R A R RIH7 L
AN R, WCERIFAL B B, Je M B e iR O SUda bR, IFIE I R GRS Hrxt
VAT X AL EL. e, ASCKREE R FISERT S, SRRt I8, IR SR
R K HRT b B A R R 7

AT, FA TR GENE BT AL FF SOV A AR THR SR AL A AN 3%, A B4k 3
0y b P A R A R e SUBINIRE R, TSGR SFAR BB 21K d . I, AW 7 il B v 7 ik
Lo U 22 AR T OB BB AN SR 204, HESIIZ AU B8 A JR A S BB o

2. HRERA

B AL 22 5 SR U2 AT R B S B R RIS A —[6]. BEE B A 4
HRYEE N RN RIE, #E IR A i E i B A T BAR T LA B 53 RAEEREE [7]7E T 61
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PERI TAERIRH, Hor el A58 FUl € U™ dh . RS AT R TE G iR Ma, KEWHFIT
IR BT R S eV B TR &R

FEVEAL AL 2 DR SO T 3 73T (PCAYE N — M A 2B G BOR, OBy 2 N T FE4E
AR I [8] o I[N PCA Il RIS (1 3= a7 RIS TR B URIOC R o IXRENE HE B
BT A b TR SO Al B N R B4R bR . SRTT, PCA IR FIEARECAE 4, F/RIESF[10]°2 & 45
PCA W] e ZALEE AR et ok RN R IO AR

RGN — P JEB0R, RENE A BT 7038 TR A b 18] AR LIV E AN 22 57 0, DT X 4l 3t AT
AR5 XURKILAE[L1]48 1 RS R R VELE NV SR 5T T R RLA , 30T 70 R AR A i &2 0%
BURCRHIL R H 2 AN FORER, AT SEIR A LE BRI Mo RNk, AR GEIRR T A AL B R £
PRSI FTRE I BIPRAL, 5 EWICE B — € L RPURIER &G RRFIE M SR E .

454 PCA MR G I B ST VEAE R AL A 5 SRty v (K B HT B AR X 2D o — 2R SEATHF
FOE AL ET S [12] 2 uUR R R 5 LS5 Gt ok, DUWHAS EAEF I AT 45 2R . JRT, IXLEWE e R 2 b i
R AT LB X, k2 X AS [R) ST AR A b ) 4 T 5 5%

g5 LTk, RAE AU A4 1 5 5t M Ee M SRR, (HAE B A 22 B S0 TAl AU,
R RAEL & PCA MRS R B ITERB L, Uy BORRIB A 8. ASCRIEANZ —23H, sk
UERIF TR 3K P e 5 VAR VPl A7 A Al 28 55 G880 T (8 R E AT 474

3. BERGISEE
31 EX

F %43 43 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA)2& —Fh g itdiAR, T HdE B4 A =0 . @it
PCA, FRATHT LK — 2 m BEAEAEAH R VE IS B 3o — AR A RIS &, IR B AR S R PR A E Ly
[13]0 3R %L pl o3 # MR 7 221 R B, 38— A R B ORI T 2, BN RS20 F o #3A R ]
REROKIIRIARTT 2. BRI, R i H AR 2 403 — B AR R S8, IR AEIX MR AR R G,
BRI B R, R EOR N TESE 4

GBI M7 (Systematic Clustering Analysis), Ry )2 7k 582523 # (Hierarchical Clustering Analysis),
e — T I AE 7 S BOR, T4 5080 4 b B0 AR ATV RRIE 70 AN R LB “ /%7 [14]. RGER
3BT (A% O SRR SR AR XoF G 1) () A A B 9 SR S A — MRS I RS A, AT T e — AR P (U
REAR BB R )

3.2. EMOSTERIRIE

B m AR, BAFEARA n DMERR, AT LK IZ m AMEATE n 4E ) thFoR k. i n M
PRZIBAFAEARSRNE, A TR LT RAR AR AN RIINL Y, TRAH B ORHRAT, PRI AT DU 32 ey 7 Ao o
B — AR BT RS, RIER15]. FRr @l iafabr St d &, B ERa8&
TR R Z TT %, BB EE TIREHITT 2, VL. BRI E & B 75
WZ RRETANTR, 1=12,,p, A
Zl = C11X1 +C12X2 +"'+C1pxp
Zy, =CyX;+Cp Xy +4Cyp X

’ M

Z,=CyX;+C, Xy +--+C, X,
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Horpoet g —A i, B2 +27 +--+2P =1,

ERAMERSE

(1) PR

TR S SR PRI LA, (G T AR A R BRI R m R,
AREAHT 0 AR, 54 T DS AR 2k — > moxn RO X, ool X, 30 i REACE S | /MR
b LA FRAER R AR T

z; =—— @)

ot X, s, 4 IR | AN BRI R e %
(2) T A
SRS B, S AR 0 07 P S W7 2R S T R bR 2 IO A, %4
F E I TE B R MR RR I 2, JE A2 b 10 TG 2R R R 2 1 M D7 2. By AR R A 2 T

S35 -7)(5-7) ©

Horr, 7 R MEARRIPREL S BRI, 7 T REA IR A K 1T 2
(3) HERFALAE MRS AL 7] B
SR E S R, SR 2R AR Ay, Ay, -+, A, BN RLAORFAE I BV, V-V, o RRAE ) H
—A n 4EF AR, RN T ZERERE ISR § AL AT N R RFAIE 17 B o AR R R [ B P B AR
TSR PR AR U (LR A R A 17 B AR ) PR O B s oK . R AL (L ARFAE (A B PR T R 3R R
Sv, =vi4, i=12,-,n 4

Horp, ST ZEMRE, voAR MR, A 2 | MREIEE.

(4) mFEET

MRIRFAEAE RN, SPRHE R B AT HET, BT kK NMRHME R EE A E RSy, Hrd k 2T fE4E
JE AR 3@, W] DL BURHEEBOR TS A E R, 8 Rk oTik s B — € MBME, 4141 70%-.
80%ak 90%%% .

(5) THEE R E

IR E I Ty, WHEE MR ER D155, WEMEARTEGAN ER FIBRRE. FlanE
I SR IR FEAAEARYE SE 7 [A] A7 B W B 248 hr, v LA TR 23838 7 ka9 5 0 i tHR A F -

Yij :Tvlzj 5)

Fodr, oy R JARERLES | TR B, v RS AR IRHE R,z 25 | ANFEAR bR
WHE A=

33 RGRESTEFLR

(1) ¥tk

JHhaS, RS SR AR TR n MR S BEES, WIS n M.

(2) THERERERE

T — M ER R LR (B L AR B . 2 S IR 0 R LA AR S5 ) SR S5 P A AT RE 0 A0 2 TR ) B
o IXANEE BAE PR R SRR A IR R
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(3) FHR BT MIFEXS
TE TR 3 Hemt b, REBFE B SR MPAME, DU ENTEHER— g & raEnT e
KA ) 5w, U /NIE B 3% (single-linkage) ¢ K P B9 5 (complete-linkage) . -7 iH 5 7% (average-

linkage)% .

(4) &IF%E

MR IR 3 e BT XS, 4 EATTE TR AN A%, I 500 B o DA S i -5 A
Z A BE RS .

(5) ERGIFLFE

AW 3 NP IR 4, UG I BRI, BRI R8s R E I 2 — A R — iR,
BHIR R T TUE MR

(6) AR

RGURIEIEE R — PR E (dendrogram), & €7 1 88l s W HEZ D G I iR BEAR B B34
AR AR, T R Z A E LR R R Z A A

(7) W€ E A BRI oy

FRAEMEIR BRI T H B, 35— D EER R EERRI . R R RE TRRIBEN AN fE5EER
RLF A, BT U AT RE 2 T AU R VR B P —— S JU (AR 1 R T ) R o e &% (1 7 7

4. BiREER S
4.1, BEABHERIE

PRI ST, BATPRIE 1 AN 0 O Eer (L il o (6 BT A A i R, i i
B A 2 FR) Aol A At BT AR B, B2 T 50 SR Al e Bl RIS % il (4 JBE A 7 A R MK
EFI;E‘\D

ARG A A A (0 4 P AR 5 R R AR A T o T A (K 5000 3% R 2022 4 ) 25008 1R A LI A
AT AT, PR FEAS AR R I  E R B [ B R BN B S [R] T
KA BB AR R A6 S8 E, I8 H] SPSS B rh A Kl Ak BT 008 % B AT AL
H,

42. EROIOH

FE AT (PCA) & — PP s B4R AR, el VR A B b s SOk D BR SR R 4E B, R R B
HENAE, XFOrEE R IEEE % O IE, B ROWED TEIERE e, RN R A gE R E TR
GHEERETRIE R . RSO ERE 50 NFEA AN A SSFE R AT T R, airas RILEE 1.

Table 1. Correlation coefficient matrix

1 EXRBIER

MATIRT EEHR™ B BEE BLERAN B B BB
N B3t BEA kEE REHERE BN AR FEX

JSLASH B T 355 1 0.516 0.212 0.454 0.145 0.283 0.397 0.223
I 5 B 7 e 0.516 1 0.242 0.241 0.062 0.304 0.187  -0.072

Bl A 0.212 0.242 1 0.273 -0.020 0.972 0.166 0.145
AT GRS 0.454 0.241 0.273 1 0.472 0.384 0.181 0.338
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AR KR 0.145 0.062 -0.020 0.472 1 0.039 0.090 0.253
ERASVION 0.283 0.304 0.972 0.384 0.039 1 0.169 0.167
B R 0.397 0.187 0.166 0.181 0.090 0.169 1 0.432

KT R R A 0.223 -0.072 0.145 0.338 0.253 0.167 0.432 1

BV B S BN SN A BESE R AR ¢ R B0N-0.020, XRHIMH Z AL FRA LR R X
FRERREE A F BN A AR ISR R IR AN K, B IR M £ 20 AW . 3 58 i e
FGENLBWA IR R EON 0.384, X2 —MHEEREIVIEM K, RUIAF IS5 I et 2 58 kA
ANZNEAFAE—EMIE ISR R o XA BERRE 28 =] A RE 0 5 HENV AT — € [RGB i fii
5B AR MR AN 0432, X2 DHSERERIERDS, R~ E K 60K 5 ECR (G
T BB R ) Z (B A AE — IR A S R o X AT RER IR 2 7 1 96 BN 2 8 R — € I 1E
THT 2 o

Table 2. KMO and Bartlett tests
2 2. KMO FnE 45454058

KMO i Bartlett (144 4%

KMO 18 0.583
EALRTT 218.823
Bartlett BRT% ka3 df 28
p1E 0.000

F R TR B T B T DAIRAR N LA T T (FE G A), I R TR

#F—: 7B KMO fH, KMO {H74 0.58, iXEWIHHE LLBUE & AT B 720 #r, (HIFARARS HAR . 78
SRR A, Wi KMO B AE 0.6 LA L, 8 E BN 832 1, BT LAEET 3 10 73 T (PCA) . #A1M, KMO
H AR PE R BT PCA M ZANRIZ L — o W IHAd &1 (40 Bartlett (BRI FEATI) I 2 25K, I Hl N
BEAT PCA X THI9T HArfe A 2 i), A EME KMO EISMET 0.6, WA LAGKEEHEAT /by . 7EX R
T, BIf#E KMO {f°4 0.58, {H Bartlett [ERFZ AT p /N T 0.05, X3 WIEE b 7 22 55 5 s 40
PR AN, &S AT E R AT

7 IR Bartlett XIS p {E /T 0.05 B3 B IE & AT R 4T

B WA AT, U KMO e anfi 3424 0.5,

B 2 AT, KMO EM p (A3 2 ok, Btk 28 i 3 e 7 b =2 A I E .

MSA 85 = A/(A+B), A NIZIIEHRTUHXRECT 778, B XIS H AR TR ¢ RECT 7
MSA FEFR = ORI HAR & AR DG OC RAB O, 1ZE A T[0, 112 8] @it MSA et A% (e an /s
F 0.2), ks HATREXHE BIRYEH BN, ol LA e g AT IR, DAFE R KMO (RIS Wit MSA

BFME I (L KT 0.8), BIRE 1ZI S HAR TS B ES M &, T L5 RSt HE AT IMBR 5 FR R 4T
m7e 3 TN, MSA {E I3 B Bk .

R AR T ER RIS S A R BT RS G R R, RIEE 4 Mg R, TS, 8
i R T (PCA) TR FIFF R T 4 D EBRIES . A TR R E G T 1, XEHEN1H
BARENGIE L WAh, X 4 AT 1077 Z MR RS2 T BRI SRR, th 4 A
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7 ZEARRE 43 ) 36.476%, 19.286%, 14.605%, 13.296%, ZFHJ5ZfRBE% )y 83.664%. Rk, AIk45
FrALERECH 4 ARy, e R INAUG 75 2 R R e AT T RIS 77 22 R 2R RTBLEE AR VRN -
36.476/83.664 = 43.60%; 19.286/83.664 = 23.05%; 14.605/83.664 = 17.46%; 13.296/83.664 = 15.89%.

Table 3. MSA measurement scale
3. MSA 8%

i MSA $ahr5
A 0.583
A B T 357 P 0.694
I#] 7 B 7 0.623
Bl A 0.512
B U A AR 0.601
ERIFSYIONE B 0.625
BB 0.531
BEPE A A 0.634
IS TRk = 0.633

Table 4. Eigenvalue and variance contribution rate table

*® 4 FEESHERBER

s HHATH ey

M B TEREE%  RBR% WA TEMEE% BR%
1 2.918 36.476 36.476 2.918 36.476 36.476
2 1.543 19.286 55.762 1.543 19.286 55.762
3 1.168 14.605 70.368 1.168 14.605 70.368
4 1.064 13.296 83.664 1.064 13.296 83.664
5 0.530 6.622 90.286
6 0.427 5.335 95.621
7 0.331 4.136 99.757
8 0.019 0.243 100.000

iz SPSS m A, & 1 Fos.

Bl 1 g5 TR T RHIEE, ERAa Bt BE ST A IR, XA ST, T
DURRI T BRI B, TAE “FF A7 205, PR E I RARSE . ARAEEGE, FRATRT DU BIFE O HUR 3
4 28], TJ5ZEDTHRI N B A FTIRGE, X A RERE R A XS AU RIS EUR E sy a3 7O 1
A2 A o

ZE LSBT AT, AR RS o B NAZ AR IO AN 32 RS o

5 TEMEI T F R A (PCAVE SR I T8 IS B J7 T RS, BA A & 32 B 5 9t 98 00 () (1) %
iR FR. WAL 5 WEdE, oT LW BIFTA B Sl 2 [F B AR 1 0.4 mBIfE, XERM 7HHRmS
F ST 2 TEAFAE S I IEAR O, A OR 1 3 iy e G ROt i 42 BB ST T S S . ZEFIN T &
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J% 73 RE WS 78 7 SR U FEIUE S B Ak b, 35 TR OR G B8t — 20 O My 2 il o3 S Wk T T8 ) L AAOx R DL o
AT RN R E A B B0 0.4 1, BIRTAJY AT ST R N 2 R AR A B RN R C R i
AT, AT CLSEER NS BRAR 3 7820 o0 A e 35 B BA TR s Bt 15 Ja i d R A X

4 -

3] 292

Figure 1. Gravel diagram
E 1. ®maE

Table 5. Load factor table
= 5. HlaTRHRE

B R SEEREE
HH BT
1 RS2 A3 EREA 4 (» )
A BR T 357 T 0.684 0.197 -0.508 -0.081 0.771
[ 5 % 7 R 0.527 -0.145 -0.705 0.118 0.809
RSV 0.710 -0.615 0.309 -0.014 0.978
R FAI A R 0.696 0.319 0.090 0.405 0.758
Bl N [ BB 0.333 0.582 0.198 0.557 0.799
ERASUPN 0.776 -0.558 0.267 0.052 0.987
B R 0.508 0.329 -0.077 -0.653 0.798
R R 0.462 0.495 0.441 -0.374 0.792
Table 6. Linear combination coefficient matrix
6. MEARKERK
2 %ax
LR

a1 R4 2 B4 3 A 4

A AR T 357 0.400 0.158 -0.470 -0.079

[i] 5 % 7 0.309 -0.117 -0.652 0.114

BN R 0.416 -0.495 0.286 -0.014

W EIREE R 0.407 0.257 0.083 0.393
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B SN R s 2 0.195 0.468 0.183 0.540
ERI2sVION 0.454 —0.449 0.247 0.050
B AR 0.298 0.265 -0.071 -0.633
sSSP 0.270 0.399 0.408 -0.363
HH 5 fIE 6 mIA:

A5 1= 0.400 * RIATHALH + 0309 * [EE 5™ Bt +0.416 * &
FEER . +0.195 % ENL ARG KR +0.454* ENLEIR +0.298 % B
7 A

B34y 2 = 0.158 * MATERTTH M — 0.117 * [EE %/~ s it — 0.495 * ENLE A +0.257 * 1§+ 5%
PSR +0.468 * BN FE LEIE K2 — 0.449 * BN +0.265 * BEFE R +0.399 * Bt
7 J e

FRAr 355 3=-0.470* MATHA THBH —0.652 * [E & 5/~ il +0.286 * EMLE KA +0.083*
FARZEE +0.183 * ENL R AR LG KR +0.247 * E st —0.071* B4R +0.408 * E B
7 A

BT A35r 4=-0.079* FATHA THB +0.114* [HE 55/~ mit —0.014 * B A +0.393* 45
FER S +0.540 * BN RN F LI K2 +0.050 * BN —0.633 * BEPEfifiiR - 0.363 * i
7 i A

PA R E5 B 4957 72 T7 ZE R 3 5 U993 RS BN AR 3. B X M aTEdRE R E A RO

(36.476 * R/ 1Er 1+19.286 * 0154 2+ 14.605 * J/r754) 3 + 13.296 * J/r137) 4)/83.664

BZN: 0436 * M3 1+0.231* o35y 2+ 0.175 * i35 3 +0.159 * B35 4. &4
AR S5 R T R .

AR ERAS + 0.407 * B
PAEE +0.270* B

Table 7. Principal component scores and rankings

R ERDEHRHERERE

A %ﬁﬁﬁ,:ﬁéiﬁ %2§§ﬁ'%2§?ﬁ'%%§§ﬁ e

AN TR S5 R BR A 1.76 -2.43 3.07 1.43 2.94 1
J6 3 ER AL HAE B AR M A IRA 1.59 0.03 2.98 1.94 1.41 2
ZMNATAE B A A A BR A ) 1.58 1.34 2.48 1.17 1.52 3
WHLHg = G R A 1.07 -0.78 0.55 0.06 2.48 4
FHRFREH R A IR A 5] 0.91 -0.27 0.48 -0.05 2.02 5
R A R AT 0.80 2.59 0.31 3.27 -0.96 6
TRINTT Sk S A FR A 7] 0.76 -1.03 -0.92 0.27 2.35 7
UM R B B BRI A BR A 5] 0.76 0.55 -1.03 -1.08 2.53 8
T ERENA R A A 0.65 0.67 -0.78 -1.42 231 9

R 1 B AR A IR~ =) 0.62 -0.42 -1.07 -0.14 2.08 10
MR A R AT 0.57 -0.10 -0.65 -0.39 1.80 11
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o B A S R IR S5 A A B A ) 0.52 -0.89 -0.30 -1.46 2.40 12
i HORD £R T A A PR ) 0.49 -2.24 -0.35 2.83 0.58 13
RIS B 3 A BR A 7 0.48 -0.51 -0.20 0.92 0.88 14
H R IR I G TR A 0.42 0.66 -1.02 -0.45 1.38 15

s 2V AR A A R A T 0.42 0.10 -1.79 1.48 0.86 16
BRIGAE R S B A R A 7] 0.39 -0.54 -0.41 -0.45 1.49 17

RAB IR A FR 2 5] 0.34 0.20 -0.08 -1.19 1.38 18
=-EH IR SRR B A R A 5 0.28 0.81 -1.72 1.12 0.44 19
Pl zh S35 BHAR BN Bh A R A7 0.25 0.40 -0.96 1.04 0.27 20
I AHERR RGN ERAR 0.18 0.37 —0.84 0.64 0.27 21

BUM AR ARIE BT AR G FR A W 0.17 1.30 1.65 -1.52 0.07 22

B RABE BARA R A A 0.15 0.02 -0.76 -1.47 1.42 23

IR BRI A R A F 0.13 0.85 -0.41 0.55 -0.13 24
B SRR AR A 0.04 0.87 0.52 1.89 -1.44 25
JEIRIT IR AR A BR 2 ) 0.04 0.81 1.61 -2.06 0.23 26
RO R AR A BR A H 0.01 -0.61 -0.74 1.73 -0.37 27
SRIDERH R A A IR 7] 0.00 -0.60 0.57 -0.15 0.08 28
WL KA AR BeAR A B A 7] -0.01 -0.13 -1.01 -0.28 0.58 29
RS B A R A ) -0.05 0.30 -1.19 1.34 -0.46 30

PR S BHAR B A IR A -0.11 0.37 0.19 -2.40 0.80 31
BUN 5 0 5 BRI A R 2 ] -0.12 1.72 -0.50 0.90 -1.17 32
BB I B T(ERB) R A BR A -0.12 0.07 -0.59 -0.64 0.28 33
TGy PR A 5] -0.15 1.18 -0.61 0.31 -0.69 34

RPA VAR AR A R 2 7] -0.26 0.36 0.21 0.60 -1.13 35

Jb 30 R St 7 R e 43 R A ) -0.33 1.78 0.34 0.01 -1.54 36
T oofs BEARBAR AR A A -0.35 0.51 1.24 -1.13 -0.89 37
EH A (E T )E BB AR A -0.47 0.29 —0.64 -0.52 -0.66 38
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