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Abstract

In the era of digital economy, digital transformation provides an efficient way for manufacturing

XEFH: EE. #liE SIS b, SRR SHARMB S B4, 2025, 14(1): 2286-2295.
DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.141287


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ecl
https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.141287
https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.141287
https://www.hanspub.org/

FAR S

enterprises to improve their technological innovation performance, becoming a strong driving
force to break through technological barriers. This article selects manufacturing companies listed
on the Shanghai and Shenzhen A-shares from 2010 to 2021 as research samples to empirically test
the impact of digital transformation on technological innovation performance. The research results
indicate that digital transformation helps improve the technological innovation performance of
manufacturing enterprises and has passed the robustness test. Research on the mechanism of ac-
tion has found that digital transformation affects technological innovation performance by improv-
ing the resource allocation level of manufacturing enterprises. Finally, heterogeneity analysis indi-
cates that the improvement of technological innovation performance of manufacturing enterprises
through digital transformation is more significant in state-owned enterprises, technology intensive
enterprises, and enterprises in the eastern region. This article appropriately expands the research
on enterprise innovation under the background of digital economy, which helps alleviate the “digi-
tal paradox” and other problems in the early stage of transformation, and provides certain enlight-
ening significance and reference value for government policy-making.
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1. 5|8

BEERH AR R, X RS IEARRLL, EH 85 [ SR H R AT 1 e B BUR, BRI
JRESCRATHIE, 2 YO R A b SR B & Hil e, SM VUCA A5 (13N i 1 el 17 Al ) 8138
WS, R A B AR B HTERE . WATESRNSE S 3T BOR BT O Ak B xR, S8 = KA
S B 2 ORI SR O ROR SR B I A A Oy R G AR, R E BRI
MR, WA 5IG . SRERAEURN B ol i 8RS 32 B X BUF RHEECR R b . BRI VA
AV ARME S A EE B B BHRSE R QU By @ Br AT Al ZAR S AR A s, sl
JUERL )2 F IR RIS IR LR AME IR [1]. BT BORKIE G I 45 1l Aol 4t 7 — A>T 30
ERPLE, I SINETTIMER R EINE S, EESVUNIMEHL2, SRECBIHT 5 1.

By 2B AU BRI ZER AR 1 b EUEAF A T 70 8, [R50 1 i ok 3R BT
frigfe. RERULEAMMECIER. FIBEHCT BORN b T By ssis, R Bt AR, #Ae
BORBIFRA, RO T K2 R lE ol fIEIR[2], BYFTEECTAL e . 22 R R A A g e
THEMV BTSRRI SEPRA AL SR, D SR T Fe i, R 2 B lb 8 2 T e K 4% 93 AL D
WOREL R “ ST INEE, BRGSO etEig” [3].

e M S B 5 B TN AEAE (1 EOR 22 S RO 2 R FR 2 7 o H AT 20 B A e B e s SR B
SO ZR T T T, U R Uy E A SN E QIR R 4R (4], 53— Dy HEE AL
NI BIHIERE(S], HMIRTEIHEUL, REEH TR A SR ML KB AL . (HAREL R AL, H Al
B2 MG IRIC B A 23 Al 3 A B0 A B B S HORBUET B . DRI AR 2 ER E AL G
BRELR A A ZARTE, BRI B A A Be AR S TSR, A BEURAC B A IR S BvF 4 2 T “ 8
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2.1. FFUERSEIRAREH

BT AR RE L AE R TR B E MR BOR I A A SR, DU SEAR L R 6]
B Pr AN, KESE AT aa s B A e AR, IR ZI SR A SRR IR ik 4 2R KR
A EANER I, AR EAM A A ZERK, AR R, BRI HEEE 8T
R TRIRE LN, XA BOR QIR e BE A a2l ZHE e R, B R ae s A JoE
“PEAIER (715 )7 AR gris AR iR, HAEE AR S AU, R EOR AL R, 1R
G AR GBS Rk, Bin T

H1: By U R RGBT 3G AL BOR BIH S

2.2. FEERENGSNTEA

FERFHE T, A r IR B AR R 5R TSGR0, 1o, Aol BN Tolk I
Inse 5 AN EE, BRI AL B IRIRICIRIE s FK, BT BOR R 25 AR Aol BRI A 3R
A, AR A B, Al AR EOR BB B LA B S, SIS AT RS AL
B, REEERAE, BTSRRI A SR — P il R A B QG &I R A, it
GUNMEENEZARS], BORIRTHRIEALAT AT

QBT Lo ST — R ™ s B, B BT BRUERI T 3R . BRUSINC B 9 Ak 78 70 4 B URAN EL I
FBL REA R HIE S BOR QIR deRpdl e f s . BT BRI H1E L AV IT e R A1
Wm0 AEA, Al BIRECE AR, JCH AR IRRIRECE, (A FRRM S, RRATH & 77,
MRS BEIRALAT, SCBUMME . A R BEIRNC B b HOR GUFE 2 B E2 0, b ReEAra)
BHE I WA R, SRTHEABOR ISR Hik, ACfiRik:

H2: BHENC E A A RO I AR BT SRR S T RN .
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Figure 1. Theoretical model and research hypothesis

E 1. B ER SRS
3. fRigit
3.1. BIERESHAERFE

R E b AT A BT U FEIE LM 2010 SEHT R T da Rk 2 AR, v 2B e A 4 35 UL RUR AT
REIRD e Rt SE ML A5 B R AL 2 SR IE IV FE R0, A SCBL 2010~2021 SRR A B L il 23 7] (B4 2012
TR M 2 AT FONRGE) Bl Bt FEREAS, IR IR CL N B RN B R4 KiE . 1) HIER ST, *ST M1 PT 4

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.141287 2288 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.141287

LK E

A 2) HIBRAH R RERFEA: 3) WESAR T 1% /K FIUAG AT, RALFH] 3750 AFEANMN
B HIEHE R A B R A B e ER . S ERREBUE . A E TR AR 55T 5 (CNRDS)
HE 7% 22 845 i (CSMAR) o

3.2. SLiFREIE

% 8 3 B A U B R E N 2010 S BTG P A Bas IE K, S R I A B R AR L R ]
AE kD G b e B4 B kL o ARG T CERE I, AR ST BL 2010~2021 AR 5R A JiE B TiilE Mk A\ (B 2012
SRR 24T M o FON IR Bl N FORE AR, R R DL PR A F I aa 505 . 1) 5Bk ST. *ST Al PT £
A 2) BIBRARAR BEURFEA; 3) WIESAF BT 1% FXUASE AT, A& A35] 3750 AFEANM
B FHOCEME K B B 7R A0 8 B AR S E AR R E TR R 55°F & (CNRDS)
N 78 22 #45 iE (CSMAR) o

N I T BEAAAE 1 T8 70 e S I P A e A, AR SR S A AR BT [ X0 [ [ 5 RN, 2 R i
AV B RS BAR BB SR, BRI

TIP,, = , + o, DT, , + a, 2 control, , + Firm, + Year, + ¢, (1)

ROC,, = B, + BDT,, + B, 2.control,, + Firm, + Year, +¢,, 2)
Hk, NG GIRNC E RN BRI SR, BB .

TIP,, =y, +7,ROC,, +y, X control,, + Firm, + Year, +¢,, 3)

SRIa s it DR BRINC B R AR e o B R R S R SRR K TR AR, DB (1) 9t
fitl, R LAR A ARG B AR -
TIP,, = 6, +6,DT,, + 6,ROC, , + 6, X control,, + Firm, + Year, + ¢, “

ks, TIP, . DT, MIROC,, 73 5l%os i b ¢ FRIEAR GBI SR BB E . BHRRCERE ST,
Y control,, N— RIIFEHIAEE S,  Firm, F Year, 73737 24 0 [ 52 RS AN G [ € B8, ¢, AHMERE
AN, HRMIIME N 0v F7 2N oo IEZS 1 o

33. ZEME

FEARGIIB(TIP). S 5K (2023) [O1MIBF AL, 185 49 LF G & (Patent) T B GFT ™, Ik
LRIBE RN 1 5 E SR B S A o

A EHTI(DT). LGSR IZ KA B R AEE(2021) [10]F18% F24:(2021) [11RAFFT, XH4FE
RIBAT IR, DLECE A B DGR AI(DT _)AE il i b B A e B AR AR 5, 00 e fa 2l
1 FEELE A B AR S At . B IR BRSO B 2 5, DLR A AT B B A % A 20
W, RS R R ER R A B R R B(DT 2), I TR AR
_ BT R R S A S A

SRR R S

FHIRMCE (ROC) . BT A T2 A 2L BRI, BEURAC E A8 7750 1 Al 58 5 4 pe A B s 2 Jek
T2, REFIRAECRENE, emRHACERCR, RIS AH Sk, Kk, S Heish £5(2009) [12]F1X1H
§r45(2023) [13]MIWTFT, FH BTURAAICHE FE (Dist) R AR HE AV IR EC B /e /). 1278 B 5 BEUR I B fg /1 U
K, RUREEHCFEEBRAG,  Ak BE U5 B BE 77 Bk

AR 2 R R AESE(2021) [10]FBR F245(2021) [11IIBFFE, L3 1.

DT 2 (5)
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Table 1. Deﬁnition of main variables

1. TETEENE

65 izt FabrE X iz ke
DT 1 B R SR RO TR 1 1 B AR
Her % 1(DT)
DT 2 eIt ] S AR AT B AR R R TR
FEUR AL B (ROC) Dist RN W, B3¢
FARBIH S(TIP) Patent BT LR G R E R
leverage W= 5 B R
liquid Ak BN = T e
roa IS8T (G VORI
#1145 £ (Controls) Tobin_Q Al K NG EVESY - as
share JBEAL B il 5 A7 R AR R i Le gl 2 AN
boardsize EHEME S NH B SRR AL
indirecter e WA 2 Mo N E S AN
Firm A ) [ 2R
Year A7 [ 3 2R

4. SCUESTHT
4.1. RS

TEABEIRAR A TG A R WA 20 BRI, b HE L RIBOR GUHUKT . B R
ANGLIRAC B A B ZE B

Table 2. Descriptive statistical results of main variables

F2. EERTEMAMFRITER

AR EARIR FEAE HME brifEZE B/MA SRS RKE
DT 1 3750 3.2855 1.1287 0 3.3322 7.1678
Dist 3750 1.5356 12.0147 0.0337 0.4211 496.1256
Patent 3750 3.4815 1.3633 0.6931 3.4012 9.5360
ITtalcap H 3750 22.2349 2.8213 11.5295 22.1003 32.4359
leverage 3750 0.4078 0.1830 0.01397 0.4001 1.0055
liquid 3750 0.5732 0.1572 0.0709 0.5797 0.9901
roa 3750 0.0461 0.0509 -0.3638 0.0405 0.3657
Tobin_Q 3750 2.1615 1.4799 0.5221 1.7307 27.3380
share 3750 52,5111 14.7219 11.9803 52.3129 99.2300
boardsize 3750 2.2416 0.1680 1.6094 2.3026 2.8904
indirecter 3750 0.3746 0.0560 0.2500 0.3333 0.8000
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13 B T SSER AR EAE R . ZI()MFI Q)R TR B INAE AR, DT_1 5 Patent [A]f]
R 1% ERZEONIE, BIH1E LB R BRI ROR SIS, ik HT L.

Table 3. Benchmark regression results

3. FERVFLER

- 1) 2 3) “ (5) (6) (M (®)
AR AR
Patent Patent Dist Dist Patent Patent Patent Patent
0.085™" 0.080""" —0.761™ -0.861" 0.083"*" 0.078"""
DT 1
(3.46) (3.26) (—2.14) (—2.43) (3.38) (3.17)
—0.003™ —0.003™ —-0.003" —0.003"
Dist
(—2.12) (—2.06) (-1.97) (—1.90)
3.203" 2.974" 4.037" 6.754 3.486™" 3.234™" 3.214™ 2.992""*
_Cons
(39.44) (5.59) (3.42) (0.88) (313.96) (6.13) (39.50) (5.62)
Controls NO YES NO YES NO YES NO YES
Firm YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 3750 3750 3750 3750 3750 3750 3750 3750
R? 0.843 0.844 0.572 0.579 0.842 0.844 0.843 0.844
Adj R? 0.761 0.763 0.350 0.359 0.760 0.762 0.761 0.763

H: AN CE: TS RRTE 10%., 5% 1% MK ERFRE, T

HFA RN 5 2% 5 B S5 (2014) [14]F) =20V 50, N 3 Frongs SBnr s, Bk & EdliE b 5s
A SRR B SR RAF SR PR, 8% H2 oz . BARRBIZE: 15k, & 3 5I(H)A1%12)+, DT 1
MRECHIE, BAE 1%KF LR, RIHNE Ml i B B E R AR ROF 5. Lk, 1E51(3)F1%1(4)
W, DT 1 M REAE 5%/KF FRE NG, BECE G B PR B IR TR, RIS M B A e L
FZRAGHRERE . Bda, FI(DFFIE®)F, DT 1 MARBIE 1%/KF LEZENIE, NFHI)AFIQR)H
DT 1 (&L, Dist REMEDTE 10%KF FREFENG, BB AR TR RO B, a4
FHEIERLERE 7, AR ARG S, B IRAD B A f i A B AR A S BRI B SRR R A
S AER . F1(5)F%1(6)H Dist 55 Patent [A] (1) REUAE 5% /K1 EWZE N, 1508 B RN & fe (2 i BOR B1)
WHRTE, W UEAR S SR
4.3. FREMRL

4.3.1. % a8 18

ER AR AR SR FH A i) 1 2 255087 [ U mT il P 2B e 1), (B8R A I R S R R B3 2 T8 n] BE A7 AE B
N RESE A, R AR G SR, R ST R R, TSRS R S SR, R A
— X BARE(DT_ AT G — LB (DT _1_lag).

FABERER, DT 1 lag fENZOABREFHTHIEE, REEBEEBMAKR, RUFLE
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WA RE KRR, EEEHENER, HREDERTEMEREFRRE, U R AR A
PR A M. SRR, DT 1 MEkE REAE 1%KF FEEE 0, ol WL SEEHLE
TR FEM*, BIEAE DT 1 AENEM RS, EEa b, SHKEMSE2022) (151 7T, #t—5
36 () 1 [X R A7 b 5] 4 Al () B A i AR FE 41/ (Mean_ DT_D/AE N THAS R, R THASE R B
i THZ(2SLS) Ab B Py A= 4 7] 8

Table 4. Regression results of robustness test

4. REMHREEALER

() @ 3) “ ®)
R EAR bR e — 2SLS S —RirBt 2SLS 2% —BirBt B AR
Patent DT 1 Patent Patent Patent
0.1032"**
DT 1 lag
(2.949)
0.9942"*
Mean DT 1
(117.02)
0.4589"*
DT 1
(z-value:21.48)
101.7633™ 99.4527*
DT 2
(2.53) (2.48)
3.804™" -0.7059"** -3.0523""" 3.4184™" 3.1447"
_Cons
(4.91) (-3.56) (z-value:6.19) (125.77) (5.95)
Controls YES YES YES NO YES
Firm&Year YES YES YES YES YES
N 1779 3750 3750 3750 3750
R? 0.8895 0.7167 0.2215 0.8423 0.8439
Adj R? 0.8187 0.7161 - 0.7605 0.7623
Kleibergen-Paap rk LM (P-value) 965.76 (0.000)
Cragg-Donald Wald F 8965.07
Kleibergen-Paap Wald rk F (P-value) 13692.54 (0.000)
Stock-Yogo 33 T. FL A5 EAG 56 I L4 16.38 (10% maximal TV size)
Anderson-Rubin Wald test F (P-value) 461.87 (0.000)
Stock-Wright LM S statistic (P-value) 360.4 (0.000)

M 4 FIQMBIG)GERATR, 55— B RARR S AREAE 1% KT RFIEMK, W TAZE
5 AR S ARG, (EXE LU R AR B A B ORI, S I BL A AR S AR B A 1% /K 2
FIEMR, W TAREEFAAGEMNE. LM GitEE 1% K LR, A ARG, Btz
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4k, Cragg-Donald Wald F 41| & 1 Kleibergen-Paap Wald rk F G518 M1E 1%/KF L & 3 KT+ Stock-Yogo
g9 CHRAS RGN SE, HiE45s T AR/,

43.2. BRETE

NTRORIE FESE R BAT e YL, A OB B B AR TREIERR . AR 4 FUHMBIGS)RTHL Fifs
25 R BRAERE /N S 2 VDT THAT BT 22 5% (BRSNS M S5 A0S0 80 B B S RBOV AT SE, W74l
HARM@ENME.

4.4. RERMOH

44.1. FRERY

[l 2 2% 2020 4 RAT T (T IIPUERE EIA A B A B TAE @AY , 5 ZBUR A E A AR e 1,
RAEA LB o B SRR W A 5 R AR G S A B 522 R [16], A SCHE— K i 700 % 4
NEA NS EA A, PR B AN [F T i B AR BE G TR . 5 S B RIF(2)
SR, BUE AR AL B AR EA B AR G SRR T N 2, B EA
YEF B 25 AR EA k.

FTREM R, B AT B S i, 5 SREUBUN SCRE MBORTE R IR, ZHRZIRIRA LR, HE
ZHRARMANA R, RELER B TIEEREG M, BROFSHARTIEHE. Bk, Wl g 2R
NEH AE 5 24k 2 BT HAR R IR K, AR H1 T BUA B AR JOS 1 i RE 5 25 2 G R BER bl 2s,
T AR A Al AR B BALAHT H R NORGE, SN TR F A5 5t F RS IR LUE R M. Fit,
JEEE b A B e B RS T HAR QT 8h J158, B A RO R G i R A A B [ 17].

Table 5. Heterogeneity analysis regression results

F 5. RERMAIHEALER

(M @ 3) “) ®) ©) 0 ®) ©
A EAR bR PR R A7l S 5 Ak Hu DX 7 5
E3E S FEEA TR BA F7 5 AR Saksl it A

0.092™ 0.056™" 0.11"* 0.089™ 0.099 0.11" 0.0408 0.0506 —0.495

o (2.35) (1.75) @71) @54 (135 (357 (065  (0.73)  (~1.64)
2,093 32917 2,08 3177 5617 296" 507" 17783  —1.981

~cons (2.52) (4.62) @81)  (3.76)  (3.56)  (461)  (3.96)  (1.06)  (~0.34)
Controls YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
Firm YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 1256 2494 1888 1509 353 2598 601 448 103

R? 0.8773  0.8259  0.8586  0.8215  0.8501  0.8522  0.8372  0.8548  0.8388

Adj R? 0.821 07199 07795  0.7267  0.7451 07741  0.7442  0.7648  0.6176

4.4.2. TR R
b B A AL AR AP B R S BB B AR BB PR R RN, FR B AL AN B A 4
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RNV BN A SRS, ASORE E 3 R DR AT R 2 R . SRR 57 8 718 SR A = SR AT IR
HiFo 45 BI3)~FU(5)EE Rl A, B A RN BRI B A B B R AV HOR QB SR T RN 1 4 3
HAEAR BRI A S 58, X 55 30 77 8% SR R AR T A 2% .

JAR TR, BOREEMNPRIRBOR LI R, G5 KRB M EIHE R, i ERAR L
W BEEBTEARZBBIE, HEMERE ORI, T ER ISR, MEOREEER T
TN . BEACE AL AV AR D K B S0, e R A i R RS B, B A X R QB
BB NS . 055 8 70 B G T b A B 75 B K 55 BN T TR AL P3G 2y, %) 53 AR R o, 34T 4y
WHMTZERANE LA, WASAMK, B,

443. WXFRM4

[ R 53R, A BT R A B R [ AT R St b A SRS R, ZR BRI T B T A B, A
Rk, ZERBOE RSB, S E RS, HNSURERLE, A SOREE XS BRI bRk e
ARANA AR W PERIZRACERIUZE, b DR A (R b X )3 Al 55 A AR B AR B S 52

%5 BI6FNEE R KM, FAEMX TR, REHX SR THMmbX, HRthXh= 5
EVESCRE. RHER, BE i F BREE F HOR B K, RS IX BT PR MR, AR E R
N B B 257 R KT i T HA X, i Al B A B A AR X R I LR . A,
ZARIEHLIX R )T s R 3 S BN SR FEANR R, HARBE AR, KA B S UnE
T Ak AE, R R R

5. IR SBEREIN
5.1. ftREiL

ASCBHEgHERE I TIAN, BL 2010 2 2021 SR A B ETidlE M IOREA, SHIERT S8 ik
PR BB SRR, FFdE— LIRARHE AL RS ER DL S Btk . B FE R 8L: 1) iliE
AV B A T B AR T EOR QB SURAN R B RE 0. 2) BRURIC B 3 A BT A RO BOR B
GUAHIHRTI RN o 3) 3 b B A B R TR QU SOCR A — e i Ja PEAT R B ik, A Al 225K
TAREA ks FAREER AN R KT EAEEM AN, 55730 B RN P IRTI RN AR 2 7R
PRI DX ANV PR T RN 2, AR P AR R A A DX b A 2 2

5.2. BUEREL

1) EAECFAE IR, e dEal, 51 kB AntRD AR 78 2R 54 e A BOR S
BT, Al A BRBIT AT R A A 2ot 2K BURF S — D55 Sy ki, kAl gEvsfit
Bh5E 8 I BORREAT A, IRt — D e W B IR AR R M L &R R 7T, PRER T IR AR E AL 22 4k, i
BB AU R “ RN 78 7 WO A BRI 77 -

2) PETHRIERCERE . QIR TCHT T QIR BHR I RIGIE ], FARE R T & R BT HORIGIN, ik
b BE S e R B A R A B . AV NPUENLIE, BPTE A BT BRI mim A A, S o
TR, AR A ARFE X B T HRoR 00T A, EE SR G bisfRRE, 2T 7S ris T EOR Bl
BEVRIRECE R IRRIE, AL BRI E AR, WO A E R, RMEOR BT, RSO BHANEE
2, REBOREESR ek ke ammighs, Al AG AR T R e .

SE 3K
(1] EREE, R, R, BB H0) kw6 —— 56 T QU SN 2 22 S50 B U 2R AT A B
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