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Abstract

Studying the mechanism by which digital technological innovation drives the transformation and
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upgrading of the manufacturing industry is of great significance for the rapid rise of social produc-
tivity. This paper establishes a spatial econometric model to empirically test the spatial effect of
digital technological innovation on the transformation and upgrading of the manufacturing indus-
try. The results show that: (1) There is a positive spatial correlation in the transformation and up-
grading of the manufacturing industry across the country, mainly in the form of low-high and low-
low agglomeration patterns; (2) Digital technological innovation has a direct promoting effect on
the transformation and upgrading of the manufacturing industry, and shows a negative spatial spill-
over effect on neighboring regions. The modernization level of the industrial chain, labor produc-
tivity, and the complexity of export technology play a positive moderating role in the process of
innovation-driven transformation and upgrading; (3) When the industrial structure and virtual ag-
glomeration reach a certain threshold, the promoting effect is significantly strengthened.

Keywords

Digital Technological Innovation, Transformation and Upgrading of the Manufacturing Industry,
Spatial Effect, Threshold Effect, Moderating Effect

Copyright © 2025 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. 5|

H ) S R A e R AR RSAS B AC S, O RO A TR Ml F) B SOAE (BT T Al 7 B A
LE) . AR R I S O EOR SZ BRAF PR o AERH B iy 57 ML AR AN | v [ 5 T A BRI 401
fegtilid A e, DUENEAR S5 % . A Gt S REC AL R, 27t mmtl . B REfL.
SO BFBORESET, DOREEE . miH5 . N TR S 0, G RER AL Zh e . BN
i apLid, BT AR SEAHNE WS, MOVEERTI M. SR, S HCTBR G X
ML AR P BARHLE], BT AL o AR SCINRASR TUECT BOR BT R 50 1l 38 b 5% BT 2 A BS LA,
FSEER G VPR R R BRI, 32 A2 A1 B0 W SRS 30 807 B AR B3 (9 22 TR RN

2. BRSO SMRRZ

ey BOREFHE MM VRS THE. Wl SEREZ R THEARA S, BRETHEAEN. WEE
e ARG B RERT L . MWBEARIE R M ERE, B BoRBEA SR 1 Al
FIE 15 SR 42, UKD S 50K 1) 3 A 5 TR isdt o 3 T MBORTRRE B BT 5 B e B A Al iz 4T L
i, TR AT SR R RN & A R 4% o X FPHOR SRS L AT A 1 eI B e sk, il
J 44 3 LR PR SR AN RARAS RS OIS, SEHLR SRR 5 PAT i R SIS B[R], AT S 25 AR A 2R AR 1A
BSA SWARI AL, AP RETERIMEERE, AN R IRE i RE, b SuE 25T, If
mIFEV R, RSP T H WA ARG, B R Py A A
BB RN 220 5% R T B3 8 4 v, T s B 0 A= 7 T R R R A 400 DA 2B 7 B T 7 R 2]
MDA A ERE, B BRI s TR A A, RESME A M2 R RS RS, R
FrENAC HIRBOEN, RS LA BT WRYE BB, 3R DU BB

Hi: B BOREIH e B2 g flE b A R T2

BerH ARG BA RGBT, HS AR — X B A ) 5, s 25 B AR A

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.1441043 1560 HLF 7 55 Ve


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.1441043
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

ER, A

B HARER . AN btiah. Aol & 1ESET7 A A A X sl b i, et 7 A X R BoR BE D F
TG, I E AL X AR SR TR R R . BEAh, — AN X BB BT REE B G FT M 2%, 5
By 030 X8 36 o Al R B B RRAIEOR, (R BERORBI A A i BIHr, AT AR 1 I 22 6]
MR . 45 b, RHEEF R

Ho: Bl S A G X il 1 M0, 10 5 2R P 0 L AT 1 2 [ i 85

WIS A TS P S B A T VIR &R, BT Z 18] P K RN AE 220, — Il Pk 4
Hey 5 Fe At 3 DX AR P S5 g B R AS [ o T AR D Al 55 AR B b R 5 = R R — R R AR, &5
AR G AR )y, R v i B AR AR TR AN R B < B RN, Ay b g B T T 4R 3t K R A B <
Senit; AE S TR R AR, TR AR LA R M R L A SRS SRR R A K. R
AR KM . N LR RS RS R R & R BR AR, RERSHES) RGN e T . dmit, $RHHEL
M

Ha: k&5 F AT AR SR @ T TRIEEL,  REANId SE LA 3% R T 4

BTRN AV 6 59 S B v 1B e 9 | 4wl iy B 701 1 2 A9 1 & P i B A A 4 o T N
B AR A P B R O RGO, HESh G B A R, A BT R e I BR TR R, e
VR T PR AP IR EE . BB AT BRI 0%, Rl R B 2 b ) 21 Aol A B 5 2
FRr, SE ARG LR T, A3 R GEAE, SIS R R T . AR R R
S T S IR EIR R, T B QU R IS 5 S N, R DA
THEENL B AR R, PSR DRI 2, e fidhlis LT 9. giE, SRR
-&:

Ha: P BEBACAL . 573267 SR AN TR B R L3R sl 1 By BOR G gk 4% BT
L[S o

3. PEBIEWHEEARNG TMETE

S5 % kAR N “IOA ™ R AR I 2 o [ il s B T KT [3], IR A 2024 R4 L
e etk mimil . BREt. mOA” MESHES, WE T eEE L. st mimil bk
RN GERE, LR 18 A A ARIR AR G L R T R SR S VR AR &R IR AR (R I 5
2013~2022 E& Al R TR AR BARSRARIEOT I, 3G ETT/NE4]. BEMR[S]1FA R
TC, FEEIFE T RS, B TRIEATIR, ZRE fRbR IR R SN S AE AR SRR

4. R
4.1. ZFEBHEXEE

e S Kl LIS RIEES vt
A8 Moran’s | Sz 36 il 8 b e 74 T+ 2% 1) % 1) AR S«

Moras | — N Zizjwﬁ(MTui—MTquj—MTu) o
i >, (MTU-MTU)

K@), w0 i) 2 1882 A SRR, MTU il EL R T KT 2 8 .
2013 45 2022 FHE LT F- K42 i Moran’s | 8 5cink 1 s, &R EZERT 0, Rt
] ] 325 M e R 40 22 1) 93 AT AFAE IEAR G o

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.1441043 1561 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.1441043

L, G

Table 1. Global Moran’s I of manufacturing industry transformation and upgrading level from 2013 to 2022
= 1. 2013~2022 FHE A F BRI FA-RKFH LS Moran’s |

4xJ7) Moran’s |
year | SD(I) z P-value
2013 0.0417 0.0338 2.2191 0.0265
2014 0.0344 0.0341 1.9877 0.0468
2015 0.0430 0.0343 2.2239 0.0262
2016 0.0446 0.0344 2.2667 0.0234
2017 0.0466 0.0343 2.3273 0.0199
2018 0.0585 0.0343 2.6739 0.0075
2019 0.0483 0.0343 2.3800 0.0173
2020 0.0615 0.0343 2.7675 0.0056
2021 0.0478 0.0340 2.3833 0.0172
2022 0.0422 0.0340 2.2212 0.0263
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Moran scatterplot (Moran's | = 0.042)

Moran scatterplot (Moran's | = 0.045)
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Figure 1. Scatter plot of Moran’s | index for some years

& 1. #B5E3/FER Moran’s | 5 HIR = E

Table 2. Spatial correlation patterns of manufacturing transformation and upgrading levels among inter provincial regions
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A HE ARG AR RIS T AR RSP & . hll A B T g R oAb s s, SkRIET (P EE
APV GHESEY  ChETISFEE) « SEGIES. EERPLES AR IFR, Wind S 255, #6
I3 SR S R FH A AV A

HARHRIE ST RN 3. AFEARR) 31 ANE (B K RI3E N 0.27, FriEZER
0.0763. FHARCIFHIHME R 8.592, FrifEZEN 1.746,

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of main variables

=3 FETEMAMGIT

B FEAE Bl FriEZE /ME SON:|
MTU 310 0.2700 0.0763 0.1190 0.5760
DTI 310 8.5920 1.7460 1.0990 11.8700
ECO 310 0.2830 0.2410 0.0083 1.2950
GOV 310 0.0218 0.0155 0.0030 0.0676
TRA 310 0.0993 0.1410 0.0000 0.7700
HR 310 0.0212 0.0059 0.0089 0.0436
ENE 310 0.0324 0.0235 0.0006 0.0947
Uber 310 0.9145 0.0568 0.6477 0.9866
VA 310 0.0493 0.0709 0.0000 0.5407
IS 310 0.5110 0.0840 0.3470 0.8390
LP 310 3.5710 1.8114 0.3649 9.9247
ETC 310 11.0280 0.2087 10.5983 11.4786
IC 310 0.2380 0.0627 0.1460 0.5360
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5.1. EEMET
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PIIFEIAE 1% 5% AF R R34 N IE, ReIRE5HI(ENE) 2 R AU 35 v it . 28 A1 G R4 p = -0.675) ¥t
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Table 4. Benchmark regression results

4. FERFLER

@ (2 3
MTU MTU MTU
DTI 0.026™* 0.012"" 0.007"
(9.843) (5.047) (2.466)
ECO 0.062"* 0.024 0.153"™*
(3.409) (1.569) (6.105)
GOV 2.830"™" 1.998"
(12.060) (8.030)
TRA 0.094™*
(4.851)
HR 1561
(2.908)
ENE ~0.965""
(-4.765)
p ~0.092 ~0.567" ~0.675"
(-0.497) (-3.095) (-3.746)
R? 0.5636 0.6860 0.7458

5.2. ES[EIIM 4R
4 [E 31 NE BB BT R i 38 M A 78 T 2 B e (1K) 23 TR) RN 36 5.

Table 5. Results of spatial effect analysis

5. BEMN ISR

PR AR . & LRI (MTU)

i (1) EH (@) B 3) MR
DTI 0.007* —0.003™ 0.004™
(0.01) (0.03) (0.02)
ECO 0.155™ —0.063"" 0.092
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
GOV 2.023 —0.829™" 1.194™
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
TRA 0.098™ —0.040"" 0.058™"
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
HR 1.575™ —0.653" 0.922"
(0.00) (0.01) (0.00)
ENE -0.976" 0.396" —0.580""
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
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FLHN AN 25 R R, B R EKF(ECO) BUN 2 5HEEE(GOV) AR IRAFBE(TRA) . A J7 58
A (HR)FE 1919 7K~F T P08 il 38 Ml 4 BT+ A7 6 30 35 IR (RO RE D, T RE IR 45 A4 (ENE) X 3 % R T2 A7 A
BE AR W ILHIARRE, BEAE BORBOHED RSN R T, Al TR E . IR
A5 2, PR REIR T AR AR D A BT 5 Ge; (RN (A S0 45 R o, AT DY I A8 A 1%/KF T
PA7AE G 160 22 ) i 8N, L R 5 b SR 5 AR B 47 1 2 18] it R R AT [R] o 1 BE Y 45 44 (ENE) X
i 3 Ml e TR T A A T T 22 ) Y RO, X A PR g &I M X Y R 0 Bl /KT e vl 52 B BURT )
BB, AR TI LU MG SR, AT AN i b e Y T

5.3. REMRIESAAEMATE
PP AR AR ) A AR A A 35t AR B T R SR PR FE SR P B 4 4 R ASUEE S o AR 3R AR R
HEATAGEE, 2 T EAR Bk AP A= vE e i, &5 5 L% 6.

Table 6. Robustness test and endogeneity treatment
7 6. RFMRIEERNEMLE

(1) B4 (A B A P (2) TEHAEA S I (3) LHEA .
MTU
DTI 0.006" 0.0068" 0.037"
(2.182) (2.367) (5.232)
ECO 0.171" 0.156™ 0.069"
(6.474) (5.878) (1.960)
GOV 1.832" 2.064™ 0.607"
(7.103) (7.458) (1.722)
TRA 0.099" 0.094" 0.069"
(4.711) (4.476) (2.862)
HR 1.128™ 1177 ~1.439
(2.054) (2.023) (~1.491)
ENE ~1.136™ ~1.016™ ~1.260""
(-5.371) (-4.621) (-5.109)
p -0.078* -0.708™* -0.763™
(-1.776) (-3.552) (-2.331)
N 310 248 310
R2 0.7426 0.7502

S, A [t B A R AR O A (] AR A AR R, A B BOR BIHOG ik AT AT
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BABE AR Emsgm, sl & m 2 A0S iy, vz B s AR R . K,
FRER] 2017 FFEFXT (ERAEFATIAK) HATEIRET, #2017, 2018 4F [FE A H 4 % A5
HEHFAGT, EREIR, BCFBORGH E LRGSR TE 1% 564 N SR B35 R, B0HE TR
MR E . B, R BT RARQHT S w5 R 2 [ n] BB E BN R R, ELRzma il
R RN ZEAZ, FACBIR RS R TG, B ERE THAS S GS2SLS (1] =45 5 3% 3
FEHBNAEMEZ G, BT ARG L 38 b % B - G 3508473 H T o

54. RS
MGG I MR 2, R A EE R AR 2 D N R ORI 1 EE /N R DX gt AT 22 () RIS 43 #
WA T,

Table 7. Heterogeneity regression results
F 7. RERMEVAER

(1) NHEREXR () AT
e HEIYE) FLIERUN [k e aEIE| ELARRON [k
DTI 0.003 0.004 -0.001 0.013™" 0.014™" ~0.004
(0.704) (0.719) (-0.571) (3.831) (3.744) (-1.520)
ECO 0.096™" 0.096™" -0.027"" -0.083 -0.088" 0.022
(2.690) (2.770) (-1.980) (-1.583) (-1.675) (1.087)
GOV 2.078™" 2.134™" -0.647"" 2.143™" 2.250™" ~0.647
(5.939) (5.890) (-2.127) (3.255) (3.468) (-1.518)
TRA 0.075™" 0.075™" -0.023" 0.829™" 0.845™" -0.239"
(3.620) (3.788) (-1.893) (8.099) (8.626) (-1.723)
HR 2.149™" 2.179™" -0.656" -3.223" -3.318" 0.948
(3.086) (3.222) (-1.924) (-3.981) (—-4.237) (1.584)
ENE -0.288 -0.281 0.071 -0.775" -0.774" 0.236
(-0.960) (-0.973) (0.789) (—2.400) (-2.349) (1.360)
p -0.433" -0.431
(-2.214) (-1.614)
N 180 130
R? 0.7170 0.6262

LRI N DVE MO OISR T ORGSR R TR, TN 1 R X Sk B E
IR MR JF AN G 2 o R 22 TR RONE AR 73 g 4 R T DO, K DX 50 AR 3 450 45 et i ol
FeRATT e, ZRNAEN T FER I X T 2 o USRI RN 2 R B, 7 DR [X 22 2 B A9 A 17 22 )
i R

P 22 A RIS T AR, i K IRE HE AR = RO K573 i, SREE KI5 6
W, (HEEH T B ARrie s, N s ORI X T 5 N 2RI 88 A A ETH Rt 0 2
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NHE— GRS BT BORGHT 5 A ML R T 2 1) AR M RRAE, K™ S5 R (IS) MBI AR B (VA)
VEORTIME AR 5, R 5 AR AU A 58 8 g o — TR 36, TTREEL 2000 0.7412 A1 0.2 (L% 8).

Table 8. Threshold test for industrial structure
% 8. IS

WL F 1 P 1 Crit10 Crit5 Critl B IR
L THE 84.67 0.000 26.8359 32.417 42.4821 Yes 0.7412
B THE 84.67 0.000 24.0032 27.770 39.6053 Yes 0.2

IR TRT U 45 5 26 9, 247 b &5 #) RN R SOLEE T AR TR BT TR RIS, B R B3 xob sl 3t b % 70 T 20 1) 5
W REI N, HIFAEZE. S THER, BIAREE ETFR) 0.11817, HiEL T 1% 8 A
9. ] DL B ARG ) 3 b 5 R T 2 B S A AE PR L S R AR PR A TR RN, BIE TR 3.

Table 9. Regression results of industrial structure threshold
< 9. FAlEEM T THEEALE R

3 MTU
DTI, 1 (1S, <0.7412) —(@8%%7
DTI, I (1S, >0.7412) 0-(12148ég;**
-0.00047
DTI, I (VA, <0.2) oy
0.11817"
DTI,I (VA >0.2) 66
P AL P
0.17789""
Con(1S) (5.34)
0.17789"
Con(VA) (6.07)
R? 0.2583
N 310
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Table 10. Results of moderation effect test
F< 10. FH YR

1) 2

BN IS¢V
c.DTI 0.012" 0.014* 0.016™" -0.004"*" —0.006™" -0.007**
(4.52) (3.16) (4.87) (-2.92) (-2.58) (-3.57)
clC 0.551"" -0.175""
(7.75) (-3.25)
c.DTI*c.IC 0.053" -0.017™
(2.55) (-2.20)
cLP -0.000 0.000
(-0.25) (0.21)
c.DTI*c.LP 0.003" —0.001"
(2.23) (-1.94)
cETC —0.228™" 0.093*"
(=3.79) (3.25)
c.DTI*C.ETC 0.023"*" —0.010""
(3.21) (-2.59)
il A sl sl fs 1 sl sl fas 1
N 310 310 310 310 310 310
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s S T iﬂ)‘xﬁiki&?%ﬁﬁi%/ﬁ T T S B B L B (T T

ARSI 2013~2022 474 [ ) 3E b e Y TH K P«

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Jext 0.378 0.394 0.395 0.406 0.436 0.455 0.461 0.490 0.549 0.576
K 0.295  0.307 0313 0303 0336 0364 0344 0360 0372  0.386
b 0235  0.246 0246 0234 0249 0261 0257 0254 0264  0.273
1 75 0.224 0230 0235 0226 0237 023 023 0221 0213  0.233
S 0181  0.186 0177 0171 0183 0180  0.173 0169 0172  0.202
L 0230 0240 0248 0257 0253 0249 0249 0256  0.267  0.309
Ak 0217 0227 0233 0222 0.250 0298  0.302 0292  0.305 0.299
ML 0.248 0250 0241 0234 0250 0265 0252 0243 0247  0.239
i 0292 0310 0328 0343 0355 0343 0348 0372 0387 0411
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EH,

gk
Lo 0.309 0.339 0.346 0.345 0.368 0.376 0.393 0.403 0.464 0.482
WL 0.317 0.324 0.329 0.365 0.343 0.346 0.360 0.371 0.401 0.410
T 0.236 0.236 0.245 0.253 0.269 0.279 0.280 0.295 0.311 0.328
T 0.234 0.244 0.238 0.255 0.249 0.244 0.242 0.252 0.276 0.304
M| 0.215 0.215 0.231 0.231 0.251 0.256 0.275 0.289 0.292 0.301
th 7R 0.249 0.261 0.264 0.266 0.279 0.272 0.278 0.283 0.298 0.307
] 0.247 0.257 0.268 0.266 0.285 0.299 0.279 0.295 0.304 0.318
Bk 0.240 0.246 0.249 0.254 0.262 0.261 0.265 0.279 0.315 0.365
k] 0.242 0.250 0.260 0.251 0.252 0.257 0.264 0.265 0.263 0.269
'S 0.388 0.404 0.406 0.412 0.435 0.443 0.456 0.466 0.490 0.507
il 0.234 0.233 0.229 0.234 0.240 0.238 0.224 0.218 0.229 0.232
biaae] 0.271 0.286 0.273 0.276 0.270 0.251 0.240 0.240 0.261 0.279
HIK 0.279 0.317 0.353 0.339 0.377 0.365 0.370 0.371 0.389 0.399
ya)i 0.248 0.246 0.243 0.247 0.261 0.268 0.280 0.284 0.294 0.318
ol 0.206 0.210 0.220 0.192 0.200 0.200 0.206 0.210 0.216 0.225
P 0.196 0.198 0.200 0.195 0.199 0.200 0.200 0.209 0.215 0.232
[iiiF0 0.163 0.178 0.119 0.125 0.131 0.133 0.160 0.157 0.162 0.179
S 0.208 0.208 0.218 0.212 0.214 0.216 0.216 0.225 0.231 0.243
HA 0.183 0.184 0.177 0.187 0.186 0.185 0.194 0.200 0.227 0.256
il 0.246 0.248 0.250 0.264 0.258 0.251 0.249 0.227 0.270 0.319
THE 0.215 0.237 0.211 0.239 0.223 0.207 0.211 0.232 0.267 0.278
B 0.164 0.170 0.163 0.160 0.162 0.157 0.159 0.157 0.160 0.165
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