E-Commerce Letters TR %5 9Fi2, 2025, 14(7), 2162-2173 Hans X0
Published Online July 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ecl
https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.1472418

WA WEER: FlEl eIl ReE s E

BEE, HEK, BLA, R, L @
IR KRR 0, IR B

Weks H . 20254F6 HaH; FHEM: 20254F6 190 KA HH: 202547 H24H

wm B

FESEIL “OWBR” SN B AR S BRI R SR E R T, flE LR SO ERE. TEK,

RE W & —RIIBERHESN DT R AR, NIRRT FIRF AR W ERE EARERR.

A30EI2010~20234F o F P RAR G BT AT HHE, KT Hr RIS A A% A A1H )
TERNLS, FR#AT T —RIINREERRAN R R ERK. KERERNH: HruERgERiATMLReE
BUHT; AN TEGHAT IR RS HI S AL BN SR BB AR AR A s 78 7R 7 30t X il DR R AR
Mk, BALFERINGALFTMRIERENE, KA RN EE MK HERE.

KT
Bl A, SRR, SVSEE, SIS

Digital Transformation: A New Engine
for Green Innovation in Manufacturing
Enterprises

Miaomiao Tan, Huixin Gao, Mingyue Shi, Xinling Song, Yu Wang

School of Business, Shandong Jianzhu University, Jinan Shandong

Received: Jun. 4th, 2025; accepted: Jun. 19", 2025; published: Jul. 24t, 2025

Abstract

Against the backdrop of achieving the “dual carbon” strategic goals and the continuous intensifica-
tion of resource and environmental pressures, the transformation and upgrading of manufacturing
enterprises is urgently needed. In recent years, China has introduced a series of policies to promote
digital transformation of enterprises, thereby improving resource utilization efficiency, reducing
pollution emissions, and achieving green development. This article selects data from Chinese A-
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share listed manufacturing companies in Shanghai and Shenzhen from 2010 to 2023 to examine the
mechanism of digital transformation on green innovation in manufacturing enterprises, and conducts
a series of robustness and heterogeneity tests. The results indicate that: firstly, digital transformation
can positively regulate green innovation in enterprises. The improvement of the competitive position
of enterprises will weaken the promotion effect of digital transformation on green innovation. The
promotion effect of digital transformation on green innovation is more evident in enterprises in the
eastern and western regions, as well as large-scale enterprises. And the impact of digital transfor-
mation on state-owned enterprises is more significant.
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1. 5|15

A BR TR SIS Y M H A R, SO & EBURF R AL L [F DG SR . OB B
HIIMARTR S, EWAERE LGOS, RENBG e Rrg Rk RN, E9k, EH
SCELA TR RS OB R RN, S T SR BlEtr X, 55 A A g o 85 1) 3 1A% 00 7 ZE (i
&, 2022) [1].

i1 1 M A e T ] R 28 5 ) S S oM, [ A e S ) 3 AR AT Ml I ek AR R B ek R P 3
BT o A 50 3 L Al S G T X B T 2 5 R R B R R B R . SRR TR AT,
EHLTRIE . PRI ARG O R IE, A HES 4 0088 75 S0 m B foAs B Bl 25 A i &
(FEkBt, 2023) [2]. Wifal A BAE g Ay S R 5 T 1] 3 b A b 23 € B A% B2 AT 98 72 ik 75 il
YR 1]

(P E B AR BEL RS 2024) EoR, 2023 FEREAMHAECE AR B A w S E L
4722 7%, itk 91%, RIARE LA RS SRR IR = . (R EECE 2R R A (2023
) R, REXTFLFFLE 2022 4EFIA 50.2 Ji1270, [FIHA UK 10.3%, =ik sk 5
9.2 Jife. oG, FENECEACKBLIA R 41 T30, 40 S ECE 2 L Y 18.3% 1 81.7%. AR AR A
FARANHT A N 1R A G5, B b ya BREE R BIHT, #4784k 0 7 2 H AR (R FE AR A I iR, 2020) [3],
HES Al F) SR OB K R 1K) H BRI i
2. XHRLRA
2.1 BFUHHEHBNEFER

X TR B A 2 DR 3EA = AE f F IR, 2B AT AP 3 . — PP s B e e Y
X 45 SR WS, BE RS PRAGAE = A . g ARG AR SR T, SRR 5 AR 1
0S5 BAR BN IR B /E (AR S, 2022) [4]. Joensuu-Salo S. et al. (2018) [5]#f 7t k8L, R
B ARG AN L2 R QDL SE B, o E PRl ae J13R 4 TR A, (HECE AR BN T [ bR
AN VA TSR R BB E R o S — PP s AP B R I R BRI K A R, Bk
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Fe T RENS (R HESCAR 22 B A REA R0 I R, I BRI B AR, PR, (BRI DR K (1
FIARA SR, 2020) [6]. MBCTALEE RSN A P AR A LR, BT R e HESN D5 3 ). BEASE B )
[, ROUMEGTHRANR, feme R ROEKENMSE, 2024) [7]. I A0 AN, sl LR kg%
BT, R Rl A R A R (A, 2024) [8]

2.2. kiR & O FT AR M E R

TSGR R AMBR R, BN IR BRI . B e Ao lk 2%t ]
WA ERE, AESHATARRIR RO T AL R 2 (0 QBT R BEAR N B (RE T 8055, 2020) [9], 3 4ha
O fF TR th 2 2 1 AL SR (L BT RE R (2855, 2021) [10]0 IR ISTR i 2 00 ik 23 (0 1) (1 5 152
K&, AORAM “BRR 17 RS GENEKF(FE RS, 2020) [11], Wiy o “Eha” Mgt ot
o ITERTE T Alk ek G BIHTRE 1 (383, 2019) [12].

B ax O RIB M A R H i F 5, (AR S0 Ay e AR s b Al 2 e B3 B AR B A5 75
BE— P 5E % . ASCATRERIILPBRTTRR . 1) AT H] 2010~2023 A9 IR A Beiilidll b i 2w et , IR0
T & A % BT B, A ROW R A SCRT FUER T 5% . 2) AT ORI
MA R, FE 7T R TT, UM ] E 2% 08T o 2 AR -

3. Bt SMRRRix
31 BFHHRBESHEIFEHN

OB “4RE7 MBI RSECR SRR, 2024) [13], BB EARMHES AGH KRR,
WD BRI FER IR s, SR AN TR R R EE TR, A QI MAERE, SaalE
WAGHES —E, AAEKIME. RN, QUFESIH IS B ARTIR 2 520 Al G5F K (FR e A 3
R, 2020) [14]. AN “ZREV” WIAERE, SREAIHREACH ISR CHURREFE. K55, XLARE
FURAVFEDY KRR S Blgp e tlyr, HESRIK . SRR, KUK 2 H et #4174 t aE i
B EA R . R, FWIRE, SEAUEFFAS AR RN, HRKYRE, StEalET Ll
TN AR K S AL PR L il G B 34 1 5 4

HlE A ECR R, 1N E RV R RNA 7%, 2023 FEH I In{E A3 33 JifZot, 5 GDP
FEEIAF] 26.2%. HEAENEGATI L —, AT BRI G RIHVE AR, e OaIHieE =S E
Ko

A BE—FE, BB EREMEF UGN NIEESHCRE, B b aem 2 il
AT RFEE R R B SR (4 B 5%, 2023) [15]. B HARNA IR A I EEARSHE, iR AR = g o
A ERR, AR AR BRI KR . AR BRORE, YIEM . =ib . XU, N TR RE.
5G SR —ARELFHARTE AT “ B BRE” AR ME AR, LIRS EACE . HILE
kK, BAWHE RS R RIS SRS, GRW AR AT S R TR R A I N TESN T .

BT R, $REHASCRE — AN AR

Bt 1. Bep G B AR kil Ak SR 6157

3.2. tekFESH A FTER

e SE A A VA SE R R TR A SEIRA A RE UM BT RE ), RER BT R S SR AR
Seft 7 2 UE e ORRE, WO A BN P R Bl et R 5e, AT LIRS 4k 46 (VFE S, 2020)
[16]. BhAh, HARRMAT W50 5 BOR AR AT B R S A e A S s (BB KB A, A (R B
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R AR R SR 0 R (MR R A E1RERY,  2015) [17].

38 G M A7 Al B2 5 PR LTI B s R AR A7 R ), TR ORI A B A s ], B b e B m RE DL “ &
K7 Rk, MEHE “GEQIFT7 X— W HAR(EA, 2014) [18]. thAh, HPUAKRE S, G
BT R MOT BETH IR BL A RN, 5 BT 7 5 S 60 ) 397 (90 3K 30 250 X LA S B (FFS 7 4 AR IS
2013) [19].

BT BT, $RHEASTE —ANE AU

Bt 22 a3 b A b 57 AL PR v 2 H 55 8807 A 2 R0 Al i € G 1) TE TR

4, fFIgit
4.1. BIEFRIR

AL 2010~2023 IR A JRHIENY BT A FIEAE, W SR A RO E M Al Sk BT ) 5
ma, HoH 2 B 55 B0 SRR T [ 28 22 (CSMAR) B B o BUp A TR S, A0S 5 AES5(2021) [20] (194
%, B SRR R T 2, A SRVR T b BRI TR %5F 6 (CNRDS). il Al 43 65 F 5L
PERIET Wind B E. N T IRIEBIE R &, ASCEET RGBSR 17 LR AR 1) SIFR T #dek
AEF(*ST. STYRBIEHCHIA T 2) HIFRAE 2010 4 K LUGEAHE T I, H&3REM - F0 IR
Al TR A
4.2. TTEIEH

1) BefpRe . et (Gpat). ARSI =55(2022) [21]1F1 BT SC5H(2023) [22], RHI%k
R B ) 3k H i R R RSt S T AL RS SR B SRR A, N 1 IR E B AR Bt B Ak .

2) fRA B BT AL EERI(DY) . 3% R 4E%5(2021) [20], SR SCA %, XF 2011~2023 £EE A HE
FlA A T A F AR A B AT AR . GEiE SR, N 1 IR E SR B B R AL

3) WHAE: Ml segr A (LN). ASCS MG 533 (2022) [23]MAF 5T, BT #g8$5 5L
(Lerner Index){E Jy il se g i) B AR AR &L, $hahda s = CEMIRON — BpA — BE0RA — EER
FFENVIRON, Bhanfadiorks, SEUIAL e 4 i .

4) BHIRRE. ZHEHFNERE TR, A SCER L R E 6 AR . AR R (size). A4
1% (age) MEAL M5 (State) 4+ 55 77 Wi i %6 (Roe) . # 2 AU (Board) . ¥/ ffii % (Lev). L& E X W# 1.

Table 1. Variable definition
z1LTEEX

A B R RS A e X
fib gk T Gpat Ln(gk R BRI S RiE o E + SESHTRNEROAIRELRE +1)
et Dt FASCA G Wi 8 SURECE A Y
Ak 5 4 AL LN (A IELE R
AEIpE size Ln(& % 72)
Al A ES age 1+2022 - 4k BTN
JECAL A 5 State State = 0 Fon “IEEAG ML , State =1 KR “EHAE ML
e S Roe R AP35 BT E R
R Board Ln(l + AR EHLH )
B AR Lev SR P
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%2 BN T AL EEAENRRES . HERER: SIS E01H (Gpat) (31E M 0.492, 5 Bl
ANV ER AR A R T e/ MESN 0, SN 7.062, Ui BAAN [FI A Mb 2 ) S 5 BT F2 FE A7 AE 5
KER . BUrAER(DYME/MEN 0, S KIEAN 5.037, WHIARRMI B FALEREE 2R R E.
T 4 M (LN i/ ME D —165.148, e KB N 0.3955, 6 B il AT Ml 45 Al 5 4 M7 22 BEBH 2 o W8 7= £ £
F(Lev)J3ME Ay 0.401, Bt HIREA AR T e 111 5 5 5 1 I 55 AR A S 5 16 77 o OB i (State) 3B A
0.252, Ui EA MAAEFEARARY F i HE 25.2%, AEEA A b EE 74.8%.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of main variables

2. FETEMAMSIT

Bl FEAE 2 btz BME BKE
Gpat 20,907 0.492 0.931 0 7.062
Dt 20,907 1.346 1.292 0 5.037
LN 20,907 0.009 1.156 ~165.148 0.3955
age 20,907 10.298 7.49 1 34
Lev 20,907 0.401 0.195 0.008 0.999
Roe 20,907 0.048 2.647 ~76.764 281.989
size 20,907 22.151 1221 17.388 27.638
Board 20,907 2.225 0.173 0 2.944
State 20,907 0.252 0.434 0 1

HIERIE: CSMAR. Wind. CNRDS.

4.3. BB E

AR B HEAE R e an R
Gpat, = S, + p,Dt, + S .Controls, + 1, + &, (D)

Horr, i A&, tAUREA, Controls NFEHIATE, i A RN E RN, e ABEHLIRBII. F5 AR
1R, BRBCT e B gk Aol St AR A (L BEVE T, &R 8 po BN IE.

5. SCUES 4R
5.1. EEEIALR

N T BEAT SEUE T W B 7 A B TR 1) 366 b Al 2 BRI RO R I SR UE AR SR, AR SO S 1 [ A 7Y
BEATIENE, [BEAEERUIEE 3 fion. & 3 SR BAEHIARINER, BURRVIE T AR 1% 7K1
b AR e R L A SR B R SR SRR T A U (size) . Aill 4 % (age) LA R BB 5
(State) I HL T, BT RLIIRAE 1% /KT 1 835 1E e bl igolh Aol S o 3T, HLZREmasxt A 1
MBI . SR =AUIN T A B A R, HAURIRE R . R 3 ARRMERNA SRR AL R e
etk Ak (B, AR 145 LRI

Table 3. Benchmark regression results

3. FERVFLER

(©) @ @)
Gpat Gpat Gpat
0.149 0.125™* 0.125™
Ot (28.243) (25.278) (25.365)
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4
0.290™"
size
(52.978)
-0.021™
age
(—21.589)
0.186™"
State
(11.560)
Roe
Board
Lev
0.292"" —5.939™
_cons
(30.735) (—50.500)
Year Yes Yes
Firm Yes Yes
N 20,907 20,907
R? 0.037 0.169
F 797.685 1062.881

0.270™"
(45.388)
-0.022"*
(-23.007)
0.177"
(10.947)
0.002
(1.065)
0.038
(1.060)
0.331™"
(9.581)
-5.682""
(—42.637)
Yes
Yes
20,907
0.173
623.317

W UL T BIMRERAE 10%. 5% 1% KT B2

5.2. AR
521 #ORETERE—H

FEEMERNA A, R AR R N DR AR B, O T G A R Al 2 153 2 18] FR) AR T
BURK R, SRR FPAIRIR KR, R RO G — ], SR T Sueme, 45 R 4 .
T AT BIARIMNSZ A&, 5 S MA T R, 45 R SR AR R R AUE 1%k EREN

1B, ORI 1, HEERNASE R IE AR v i k.

Table 4. Results of robustness test: Core explanatory variable lags behind by one period
4. REELEER: RUERTERE—H

@) O]
Gpat Gpat
0.042"* 0.039™"
LDt
(5.024) (4.669)
AR E No Yes
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%
0.304™" -1.162"
_cons
(14.607) (—2.776)
Year Yes Yes
Firm Yes Yes
N 18527 18527
R? 0.037 0.041
F 20.602 15.618

e LT AR AE 10%. 5% 1% (1K B .

5.2.2. KB ALDEEHHIENEE

AFE AR — A AT e St &L AT A A R GV T L. BURFAT XS A St DAE SR
) il (0 K A B R AT B TN, I THRIE B U R S S BRI R R R . ACEBRAILT
AEARIOREA, SRRk R AR (R, SRR 5 fin. & 5 BB —FIRMAEHIE R, 54
MNT BT AR &, 451 SR BrE A B R EUOTE 1% 00K F LR ZERIE, SCRAMEUE L, sl il
PRI .

Table 5. Results of robustness test: Excluding samples during public health events

5 REMRBER: ERAXDESHREEER

(1) (2
Gpat Gpat
0.037™" 0.033™"
Dt
(4.307) (3.806)
AR 2 No Yes
0.265™" -1.129"™
cons
- (13.309) (—2.845)
Year Yes Yes
Firm Yes Yes
N 14789 14789
R? 0.031 0.035
F 12.590 9.622

W UL T BIMRERAE 10%. 5% 1% K R

5.2.3. T FEBIFAE IR

ST 2 Al 2R 0 BT R F SR 604 W14 M i 3 H s B AN 4 (s P T A M i 3 s B R,
1 IR ORI B . fEBL, BRI AR R W] LML B G HER B 5 (GIP) A fall 2 €8 S FH T Y e B 3
i S B (GUP) 7 I R AL &, BEAT RN, 45 R AnE 6 R, 4 6 41(2). Fl(@)a R Ex, it
P R 1%/ ERZFNIE. XU, SCRYRRRR NIRRT Z)E, By AR R ol 2kt QT
E SRR S SR (R
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Table 6. Results of robustness test: Changing the measurement method of key variables

F 6 REMREER: WEXRTENEES X

ey 2 ©)) 4
GIP GIP GUP GUP
Dt 0.082™" 0.048™" 0.050™" 0.027™
No Yes No Yes
AR
(20.991) (10.216) (13.499) (5.925)
0.232™ -1.174™ 0.230™" —-1.038™"
_cons
(38.176) (—6.583) (40.079) (—6.140)
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 20907 20907 20907 20907
R?2 0.023 0.034 0.010 0.016
F 440.605 92.497 182.214 44,035

LT AR AE 10%. 5% 1% (1K R .

6. FEtESHT

N T3 BRI AR MY RO B A R S A b SR QBT A RE R, AR SORE T & b A 42 RS K
NG OB AR A N A, HEAT RIS, S5 5RAIE 7 s . 32 7 A(1) R R U i il Ao Ik £
TR AL 1%/K-F ERZONIE, WHIE AR EEE T4 G mTRER R PR R R R Aok £
MR 5 Al 2Rt QB N B A lb B R RS o 2% 7 B1(2) st rh /N A H1L 36 b A b B A A RRRS
Mgt BIHT A B R R BEME A, ATRER SR A2 AN Al B B, o R v B Al S I 25

Table 7. Analysis of Heterogeneity in enterprise scale

=7 W HRR RS

A A NS Al
(1) 2
Gpat Gpat
0.079™" 0.004
Dt
(6.074) (0.460)
AR 2 Yes Yes
-3.614™ -1.773"™
_cons
(—4.040) (—4.054)
Year Yes Yes
Firm Yes Yes
N 10453 10454
R? 0.079 0.016
F 12.741 6.744
E: UL 7N T RERLE 10%. 5% 19K KT R .
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7. iE—E9%
7.1. NS

K3 TobinQ FE 9 Ak W B A A BEAS B, 7T DL M Al (77 35 M5 8 = LR B, 380 8 T
B SRR K. E 8 fir, FIQ)ER T R G 20T T i, SIQERT
TobinQ ZEXCFALEE TR i A 4 e AR th b AMER, RIS A, BLRBE 5%/KT
FRENT. Bk, PR ASE IR S TS AR R, TR G 0
.

Table 8. Analysis of mediating effects
8. PN

1) &)
TobinQ LN
0.057" —0.000
Dt
(3.226) (-0.072)
AR Yes Yes
0.001™
TobinQ
(2.368)
17.520™" -0.211""
_cons
(7.905) (—4.561)
N 20907 20907
R? 0.084 0.018
F 88.692 29.980

VLT T IARERAE 10%. 5% 1% 7KF R .

7.2. BRI

/oD i 2 (O e | AT 2 VA R Y A e W () L 92 7 b AN | At 52 L U VAR A = i R
P g AR

Gpat,, = 8, + Dt + B,LN, x Dt + S,LN,, + S, Controls,, + x; + &, 2

Hor, LN ZRN i 7258 t SRR3R AT, LN x Dt 28 VB AL (DY) 5 4l 35 A (LN) 958
I, ALEFERERK fo CZIE T M 5E G AL A RS M S 3 2 M R . 35
AR 2 L, RE B B2 R

%9 JEIR TNV IR AR, FI(L) R ARMAIERIR R, Q)N Tk s, 513)n
AT HrEERHAZRE. F(1) (3)3 Rt LN x Dt B REH/E 5%/K-F ERE RN, 5(2)%~H LN x Dt ] 5
HAE 1%7KF F 2 A, IR 56 S 1 7 10 B2 1 2 0 28 A0t i 5 b A M B8 A A TR0 Al 2 L BT 1Y)
S, SCRAEE 2.
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Table 9. Results of moderation effect test
9. PTYARINLER

(1) (2 4)
Gpat Gpat Gpat
0.214™" 0.216™" 0.194™*
Dt
(6.452) (6.590) (5.970)
-1.025" —1.055™" —0.886™
LN x Dt
(=2.577) (—2.697) (—2.289)
0.045 —-0.088 -0.327
LN
(0.068) (-0.134) (-0.503)
0.091 0.278™
Lev
(0.731) (2.174)
—-0.026 0.038
Roe
(-0.176) (0.258)
0.136™" 0.198™"
size
(7.460) (9.825)
—0.357""
Board
(—3.154)
0.010
State
(0.173)
—-0.020™"
age
(—6.209)
0.229™ —2.770"™" -3.217""
_cons
(3.826) (=7.299) (=7.451)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Firm Yes Yes Yes
N 20907 20907 20907
R? 0.045 0.082 0.107
F 32.274 30.789 27.468

VLT T RIARERAE 10%. 5% 1% 7K b R .

8. FHILRBUREIN

ASCHIF 2010~2023 SRR A Bk BT A w K, K SR UE R B O AT SEMERE R [, 45
FILLTF S50 By A dE A s O R B B2 IR, JF X —IE A A L TR E A 1
Mk, St FE A Al B2 IR 2 o R SR AR I A, AR SCRIE AU A IR S DR G S X F 3l £l K
AL RO b SR L AR IR RO BE 225 s R A MV AR T N SR B, B A e B il e €
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QBT IIE A E R 2 . fERE— D, MBI 5 il 5 4 L PR 58 LI D i AR B it
ATEA, FFRICLTR . gl Al 5 S A PR 52 5 2 5 2 0 il 807 A e AR il 2 € B ) I 17
YER o ABZASCHIE T R St xs gl Ak, Fr DU ST 45 10 18 F VS AT RR .«

BT ASCIAED T, R CUTRECREW: 55—, BUNFZINsRA o8 5 80 A - i B Bt e, i
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NS E N AN, T B S MO 8, BUR AT RS 5 B T A R A SR 551
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