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Abstract

Against the backdrop of the deep integration of the digital economy and the real economy, this pa-
per takes the manufacturing listed companies on the Shanghai and Shenzhen A-share markets from
2010 to 2020 as samples to explore the impact of digital transformation on corporate innovation
performance and the mediating role of absorption capacity and financing restriction. The study
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finds that digital transformation can significantly enhance corporate innovation performance, and
this effect remains valid after considering control variables such as firm size and property rights.
By measuring the degree of digital transformation through text analysis, using patent applications
to characterize innovation performance, and combining R&D expenditure intensity as a proxy var-
iable for absorption capacity, the empirical test shows that digital transformation enhances enter-
prises’ absorption capacity, promotes the acquisition and transformation of external knowledge,
and thus improves innovation performance. The research also verifies the mediating mechanism of
absorption capacity and financing restriction in the relationship between the two, providing a the-
oretical basis and practical path for manufacturing enterprises to achieve innovation-driven devel-
opment through digital transformation.
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1. 51§

BRI S R RIS —30 1, S = i = A e (Yo ) B8 Sk 32 AT & ik,
SRR SEHE R T HI BN, 55E &E AU EARMEAE T, 520E Rl T 005 sl &
BRI T REFOH T SUR B, IR B A — KA, B &SR RAREE R R T A . I
16 (FR51) i T “IDEREERIE. BE T BTk MRS, JE 7S, BT
TR B B T R PR RSB IR IR o B FEM . REOE . N LR BE SRR A SR 2 5 1Y
RERME, BFETNAETTRERS 7K A TR THsEE, N RIS, N
IR AN B A SRR, B AN A T . TALAE BAL R AT HAl kA (Tl 2025 4
HN AP B T T R AR @ S (BLUR AR GEATY ), 2025 FKGIERE 34 N2 A5 YR T 26
= N BRI T A AR, RS S, B i B E 2 BRI AT A R
TF 7 A b B A B 2R a5 g 1 325 b A b ) 6038 5 85 )

TEMASIAR, el ke, RHREHE R EE T 20 IRERI ., B
MR N F VT 5 LA THRERM A Z OIS, HEEEHSNE. NERZEE, i isy
QTR Z Y S — O, BCEHARNSE N A E R T AR, AR R HIE 5 A
BUHTRE /), BEFREOERCE, P HAITIEI & A7 R AR, W S BOE R, RV T
B, ROR4aa0s . FIXE oA, =AM, H—Tih, BuREE=EE, &2RE. 7
B NH, FEUERSE TS T R 29 BAR R 5, ROIER At T m4e 5], FR IS AR ok BERIE . &
B ARG E, WKZEWEBMEH RS, BOHIE QR GRER A W EE S %, A E R
FUARMY A B an e 520 ]l AL BT SR R . IS4, B A B 5 R HE S 1 k= B
GURRIARTEVE? A0SR AT LL, A4 B A B A 3 T S I RS R R . S [ AR £l
FMAEE R TME? 0 TIX 28 o) @ R AT, AR TR T R E R, H et — B THhlig
PR G, SO RS 22 5% = i R

Rk, ASCRTREr=E A bR TR IET: 55—, KA 2010~2020 il i A a5 s, 2 EE 5
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Wro7%, FFRET RIS, RITEWIRE I FE R A 5 L B SR i sh e . 36—, iR A
HUH 23 BT ANl SIS, 3 Y B0 A 1 5 T I Gl b7 A J BT SR S T B A
2. BROTSHRRL
2.1. BFHERSHIFESH

BT R SEIL R R R IR A T — WL, — 5, RIS EORIIE A, 3T R LR
AR Al o] AR AR A5 ESRIBURA A B AL F A, 327+ B B aimiash e, THn%e ) 5, Rt
KRB HIRIARELE,  AITA A ol BEINAS @ AT WA QUHr, X R RN A BB AR THEM s 55 —T7
I, By R R —E R e, RARRIUY BRI Bl B A m s B, A I TR
RO T e AP AEAT T DA A T 2% 3R A5 BE 2 I BB Bt (2] (RIS K7 1 5 B I T Bl T] B 45
BN, R AR BRI TP R WA G, kI T8 F & AR PR B i vk T SR N
HARECRE , SESD TR R e, b AR GRS ST, R A R

Hi: B AR IR g gl Al B Hr 5%

2.2. RYeeES

e A T B 3 e A RSN T S A BB R VR R BE 1 (3] WRUCRE e Ak ). SREX. [RAL AR
RISNEFIR, IR AL BE ST FERIRE IR, A A PR A 1 B SO & (e R RIR AL 1
R B R R AR RE ki 2 E S RIS, IFARTIR R AR SRR AL,
xpaill 5 5 FQUE SR AR AR B Z MR b e RR S ST — R A, T R T R
L FRTE FIIE R AR TR DR (et FiR A s R G2 i A AR AR R, (2R, MK AU S

Ho: o i3 Al K e e R mT DL I 39 s A e 7 R e st Ak BT 5

2.3. BAERAR

S BT RES SRR VR BT 20 (4], RV B T th REES RIS AR b 58 L0 R AR T, AT DAy dioll B v
QU S Bt 5 . BT AL AR TR A B WL, PR A5 B A AR A, MR T s AL T
HW, R S B T b SRS BOBONAI 2% 35 1058, 2E MM kiR 201, Sk 6l
B[S BT RO 132 P A b A5 g5 (X M, Gt 20 A R ALK 0 00 s A X il ROR 4 & R T
MR T 75 R G 5 b, AR sE S AR S5 I BUET[6], AR08 Bt G, I e, 1RmST
o BIRMBORNIZ SRR 7S5 SRR Sk, ¥R AL, 9 BN Bl 3 L sh
BL, $ESR BT SRIEANE IR, AR T 3T b B 57

Ha: il b Al B o e B mT DL 1o 22 A i 9% 20 ROR At Ao lb BT 5K

3. gt
3.1. HEABIERIR

KR BB A 5IE M. A SCEEL 2010~2020 fEAREE A BB BT A4 AT . T 06 K
1k B B 22 22 08 PE(CSMAR) 1 B BF 5T 3048 i 45 °F & (CNRDS) B B8 i AT Wind 2048 . iR
SRR &, AR SO EAREEAT T FAREE: B, BIBR SRR CREE 5 ) SRR Al 5
=, SIBR ST *ST. PT AbEE &k Bifidk: 285=, SIBRERAIFZEBMMAE; B0, 5H16k%
FRE S B OUIE ;s B A, 0T OWE T SR AT 1% 99% 1 48 AL HE, LA/D 7
AT
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3.2. TRIEH

1) BB E: QFSi(Apply)

KXZHTT 7] HEB1ERIB T, KL S =AM A S b, K%
LR SER BT L R S AN TG R o s G /R U BRI PE A g, ARSCKE R HE RN 1 EEOTEL.

2) R R BF LA (nDT)

A% R AR, TR AL R AR R, SR SR i N BT A F R R 2R
KT BT AR (PR AR, DAXS b 17 2 W] b B 380 A B BRI 3] PR SCARAS 2 AT 0 W 43 HH Al A,
FR AR BRI 1 BONEL, A o & A B A R FE I FR bR

3) hAEE

AR SO THAR BSR40, S MR 10155 BRI L, DRI R S 5 B RIVRE AR Al A BE A R 3 HH 5 8l
N R AT SR USCRE T1(aby) o 15 SB[ 11125 5T, (HFH SA FRECNE ik Al st 21 (sa), B sa =
—0.737 * Size + 0.043 * Size2 — 0.04 * Age, SA FRECHA, F2HH Ml THI I (1 R 28 2 Ak = [ 12]

4) AR

NPERE AR, AR RG] T — KA BRI M B A B B A R RHIE R R, AR S
FRL(In (FEFEAE), bos), MR ETHTA A BOLFE RIS, age), B~ iR AR S %=,
lev), FeRUEEFR(EAR BN 1L,EN 0, np), WA (EFKMELHHEIRE— N1, BN 0, dua),
il 8 A B L (B 7 S ED RN EARL, sd), 15 5577 0028 BRI R AP 2587, roe), AT EE = LB (Bl
SHEENBUEE N, ind).

33. SERIEN
R SR AL AR B S\ MY BB SRR S, AR SCAG 2 DL AR
Apply,, =, +, InDT,, + > Controls + )_ year +¢,, )

Sk Apply,, B3 i ©0lLAES ¢ ERIBIFSOL DT, 27 i RlLAES ¢ 4R MBCFALETAREE, aby,,
LR AALTES ¢ SEIVRICRE JT: oy WO, o, W SOERY, ERNEENE, WL
Skl QBT SRR [, FTIRAERYE 15 Controls H9— RAIFHIALEE; vear 41 MIARIEAE 43 12 R
£, NBEHLARZN .

4. STIEER 7
4.1. RS

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of variable

1. kgt

VarName Obs Mean SD Min Median Max
Apply 14,556 3.217 1.498 0.000 3.258 6.999
InDT 14,556 1.187 1.251 0.000 0.693 4.575

aby 14,556 4.648 3.630 0.070 3.860 22.110
sa 14,556 —3.477 0.367 —5.457 —3.477 —2.259
roe 14,556 0.068 0.103 —0.506 0.073 0.305
lev 14,556 0.370 0.188 0.048 0.356 0.840

|
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np 14,556 0.255 0.436 0.000 0.000 1.000
age 14,556 2.774 0.360 1.609 2.833 3.434
dua 14,556 0.327 0.469 0.000 0.000 1.000
bos 14,556 0.746 0.090 0.476 0.787 0.942
sd 14,556 2.059 1.132 0.470 1.797 7.103
ind 14,556 0.374 0.052 0.333 0.333 0.571

e 1R EIR T AR R RR GO B - G LAY B S (Apply) IR K SN E 7N 6.999, %
W H R A A [ R B B AL 7R TR B s B 2 Rk, RIHAIH SRR EZE R BOR, S IUA AHCHT
FAERIEARFTE . B TLIIIMEN 0.693, S AMEFH/AME 72 4.575 F1 0, XUl 3R E £
A T RE AR ANTERTID I B, REAR ) ) 22 S 14 P A R LG A A b B A e TR FE IR ik Al il B8 24
W(sa)tl KESMEZE S 6,497, Z5RHCECKR, SRS 2000 V2 mEOR,  FFa bR R AL 220

4.2. B EEALE R4

Table 2. Benchmark regression result

2. FERVFLER

0] 2
Apply Apply
InDT 0.287" 0.280"
(29.090) (30.257)
_cons 2.877" 0.747"*
(173.818) (3.563)
P A B NO YES
Ay ] 2 YES YES
N 14556 14556
R2 0.110 0.229

"5 <0.01, “p<0.05, “p<0.l. FE: L RIFE 1%, 5%, 10%M0EE KT, FEE RN CE. FE.

2 NBF R A SUK A S T R . BN (DER, ERIMABHIZEREL T, Bk
FE R 3 AL BT SR R R BRI, UEARCEEE ALE B TR B S BAL(2) 2
YN T i AR SR [ S NS A R, B A R T R USRI N IE, UL RN ) A 3 4
AL, AEES . PERUMERR . 1B R R R B UL, RGBT e G T A A IE AR
VERT, BB TACE IR TE 1%, K2t R OIHTS2L 0.280% I3 Tt o % FEE 1] 3 45 FIAE T /T FR3E Hy .
4.3. REMRIE
43.1. EREERTE

Tl AR AR B (T TV, AR U TIR[13]5 AR, Al 445 1) R BA 5 ) FR i i (ot 5
(IApply)RAE Al & HlE M AN B SU I B AR & . SRUERZE RIEAR 2, RN, Wk 3Hh
EO LI
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4.3.2. FIBRFHREBEE

2015 4, A i ERIZR Y, KE EiidZB5m, SV SRCT ™ E, )R A S
AT 2019 FRAE T RSN, AT TAERE, R A R o R, R RER R AR AR
T HONBRX LR . 4R ER S HEMERASURIEAR B, Wk 3 Q)5 s

4.3.3. WEEEHB
AL AT REAEAE I IR AR B ) O, A SCAE AR [ 5 RO (R b, SR 0 [ E XL, 55 S I
F 3R TTLAER], I NG E E RN G, ZREU 8] )45 5B B [ VA 45 FARL, SCRFRT SO 458 .

434. FE—HURETE

38 Ml A AT B A RN TR HE QB e G bt AT /s, [RIER, ik Al B mT R R A Gk
(BT T KX B A B BN T 3R A TR . A S 22 T AX [ 14155 N R0, R I — 3
[ i B A8 B (L. Apply) i AT R0 o IXFE LTI ARAE T, 10 )5 — BB BT R I nT 58 S5 35 5 £l
SHUBAT AL T I, A2 B B A 5 B AR, T A SR S ) R )
ISR 3 HEE@)FIFTR, BE RIS A5 68 A R AN RS AR E M S T SO AR R, R E
IR R 7 4518 BT RN .

43.5. BERERTE

EH SRR B TR, ST 1515E N IS, I 5 5540 MR B 85 (0 AE AR JC TR B8 77 4
T 5 B A AR A T 43 o TG T B 7 S A 0 L A g i 2 B A B 1 AR B AR B(DIG) . 53R [E] 1 45
REAR—F, LHEARN, Wk 3 HEG)IFR.

Table 3. Robustness test
= 3. FREMRI

BB E AR IREED U EEL i R A i Ja — 3] B R

)] ) 3) “) ©)
IApply Apply Apply L.Apply Apply
InDT 0.279" 0.286" 0.206" 0.288"*
(30.739) (26.752) (20.952) (28.114)
DIG 0.666"
(7.142)
_cons -0.514* 0.743*** 0.388™ 0.676™* 0.938***
(—2.500) (3.145) (1.974) (2.825) (4.339)
AR YES YES YES YES YES
AR YES YES YES YES YES
17 NO NO YES NO NO
N 14556 11278 14548 11623 14556
R2 0.215 0.234 0.350 0.220 0.183

"5 <0.01, *p < 0.05, “p <0.1.

4.4. HEMKRIE
AT ARSI X ) DR SR AR A R, i — D R TR AR BRI R . RS E AN 16]5 Ak, %
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HLA5 300 71T B 3 %) TEL K DX il 4%t 22 A2 155 1O 5 7 37 S 26 (Other_dt)fF A THAS &, HRH P B> 3
T EBRL, BARGRE 4 FrR. B BEA4 R EOR T A& Other_dt 7F 1%40 i1 /KF L%
NIE(B=0.031,P<0.01), F {7 181.83 H KT 10, BtAANAFELESS T HA & )@, I H Cragg-Donald Wald
F #4) KT Stock-Yogo (1] 10%/K-FIfi FHE, SE—FrBOREE P Bt 17585 TREBERLE: ArRbee
GUIFRIITE 1%/KF LR, PRRLA R, e THRAE . E5RNAERNEE, el
RSV BB SR [0 A R BT 1%K T BB ONIE, TR FEuE [ A 45 B B — E i Ra e k.

Table 4. Instrumental variable tests

F4. TEATERE

H—BrBIaA g 1= qEIL
B 1) )
InDT Apply
InDT 1.027
(10.270)
Other_dt 0.031"*
(13.459)
AN AR 178,840 178.836
(0.000) (0.000)
EERA e 181.130 181.134
(16.380) (16.380)
_cons 0.963""" 0.737"*
(4.933) (3.286)
A & YES YES
s iipsd YES YES
N 12,537 12,537
R2 0.127 0.176

¥E: Standard errors in parentheses: “p <0.01, “p<0.05, *p<0.1.

4.5. FERESH

B R JEAKT . Ao RIS, Wik E . BORE RERRESR, RESXOLEREE
ML T . XA RE S B T A RN g L A BB SRR e L AR A RAE, Ty T X B
R B S Z AT, ASOSREAEAT 7028, Sl SA FERMT WA R B4 =4
FPLREAT SRR T

WAV RS FERAE , FECT AU/ Aol HURSERE KC ) #1365 o £ Ml B AL e RS BB S8 I (2
BTN . X R EGR T RO Al AR T U N I 0 5 35 1 SR8 i J AN 5 U )
WEETT, FIFEAL BAT RO I B e A ik 4, RS AR . RGEVEHEE B A e . A Tml 7 3%
ety T 6, Bk, A7 e, TR INEERE, PUEES BT rr B
U, R RN . X T B AR [ K EOR R R AT N, R A Y, R
BorfemeoRpLE, SEBEAR R, MR R L B SO et R W . RIS AL
AN, NTTRS D EIEA IR, BT R R EReER. B A%, IF B s I OR
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WIRTEASER, W5 IE o e, DA AT AR R AR . 2 5 FF K “InDT x £l
UREL” 9By AR R S A R R AU AR B S B, 4 A AR T A B R A 1, 2 0.
FEFEIITZ LIRKCH 0.061, FHAE 1%KT LRFNIE, BRIl QU S e 2 H
DRl AN R T Pl 225, R A AR AR, B P e Rt Al BB S SR T S D B S

M sa FEHORE , BT RlBE L0 ABOR I A, R 53 20 SR/ N B 3 b Al B A 2 RG] £l 8137 551
RN THE BT . 31X 32 2R ROl B2 20 AUV AL AT R e BE K BE <, EAS SE N7 SN
REH TIE BT & . SIANBFE IR G UL ST R AACEOAR T R . — 71, 782 B e nl ik
B oIl Rk e A P AR B A GG, SRV IR RO REHE L RHER T, ARG S 9 QR Bk
G, AW BARE R R T BOR TR M AR RE Ak A 7 RN P 53— 51T, 58 <l e B Al il AT R R 5
Bk mim N A, S SUR AR I, R R SIS TR G, I G SR ™ .
R, RAF I RO AE el T B A7 T 7 2t e, R SR M AT R B &, i —
DR TR B S IR FIREE, £ T3 se 4 BRI IE3E L 5EHL, TR “ B e -
QB R - A - FEARCTAL” R, FEh AR S B ah B L RO ik %2
RT3, BTG NA WS QIR R ER AL A 52 B, Xk DL 7E 70 R A e L A 1%
B, SROHGEERTHIRE A M. % 5 1 “InDT x sa #8407 ECF AL S kvt 20 R 408 & 122
B, HEESEARAK TSR ENAEN 1, R2ZH 0. EHQ)FIFLEIAN-0.065, FF1E 1%K
R FE NG IR AR R il BT SR et A R B SR 0RO [T i 22 5, B 2 il i %
LIRBUN, BRI A R ST R THE AW .

Table 5. Heterogeneity analysis of enterprise categories and nature

5. kKA RFR RS

Rt o HRBMBEL G
Apply Apply ®) @
In # AL LAY 0.225™" 0.296"™ 0317 0.006
(17.877) (24.126) (32.550) (0.286)
InDT x4k RS 0.061""
(3.582)
InDT x sa 164 -0.065™
(—3.750)
_cons 1.455" 3.024" 0.116 1.438"
(7.128) (13.479) (0.503) (3.397)
A & YES YES YES YES
A il 2 YES YES YES YES
N 14556 14556 10811 3745
R2 0.280 0.262 0.285 0.166

5 <0.01, "p<0.05, "p<0.1.

MATWHE AR BFEELE KRG, ASCRIEE (EREFITI2E) GB/T 4754-2017, EFEAS NEARE L
RIS AL Gy, AR ERHNE RN G BARE R, HIRAEARER KR, ¥
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Lereme st WP E R MR SRS, AR GG b 32 2 i 2 i S R A — A VAR R &
AR LA SRS E TV IR S5 AT L. 3k 5 ZIG)RIBI@) PR, BT BOREEM flk F BUREE it
RARIIBRMBEESBN, L A S MIME . S BORS BN dh, X BR N A R A BE 77 Z R
FH R BT AR T 7 SR B AR N TAE G g 2 2, RIS AR R e ma e 5K, e 5 41)(3)
Fis, BTN 1%, HORBERGIEL IR ST IRTE 0317%, JFE 1%KF ERFNIE,
XA g G, BT R R A SRR IR T F R B R

5. ¥4

B HTER 4R B A BHT SRS T AT eV BT e e RS AL R UL RE )« R R 20 TR AR B
A0 25 SR ACRE ) SRR AR . — T3, AL A SR 56 AT AR AU B, 36
EER TS ENE; 9T, ASCYTE TR R N A BN SR, RS B AR R R Al B
WBURHINHIRRAS, IS B P A RIS, TR AT SRS 17 ]/ = 2Dt AT vh A SR W, &5
RN 6 MR~ 6) TR -

5.1. deeES

WRSCRE o dE Y B A By DU 3 58 A W RE R B m AL BT SR O T IRIEIX — B8 A%,
AR AR s SRS R AT IR 31«
Apply,, =8, +6,InDT,, + 5,aby,, + > Controls + ) year +¢,,

Sy WHEEIN, &8« 6, NERIIERL, A RERFNIE, W IES L RS ek B H 5
B A PR, TSR R B 2.

M2 6 AR (D) AT AL, AR R A B R D AR AL BB SO B R K0 0.280, FFAE 1%7KF
EREONIE, 5P RE B (2) SR, AR R A R o RS EIRICRE T K 1B RN 0.618,
FEAE 1% BB ZFNIE, 5 P REn, w8 I R R s B 25 (Lt se 03Tt . BERG)K B22
AR AR R RE ST FIRF AR5 RS, S5 R B, BARRMHRA AR REKIAEZEVIE, Hikr
H A2 &[] T R AR (1) R EN0.212<0.280),  HIHIWT, WRRE I AR TR A ER], BIAC AL
RUTT DB ST RE SRR R AL BUHT SR, ITIRAE 7 WF B Hoo [RIIFIZ ] Sobel A 36:%T 42K
PIEATRSS, {E Sobel H Z {H N 23.656, p<0.1, WRHRE £ KT A R ANl QE SR ) P A RN A
EXI AT

5.2. BRAELER

AL AT Y B AR AR AT DA 2 g Al it 5% 2 AOR SR i A QU SR, N T SRR — B4R,
ASCRIF LR s OB AR AT R )«

Apply,, = p, + p,InDT,, + psa,, + ¥ Controls+ ) year +¢,,

Po NERI, p v py NERRTERE, A REURFENIE, BRI RE /e A T 5 Al 1 4
BT AR, TSRS 3.

HI7% 6 MIRLRY (4T A, A B B A B B DR AR AV BB SR [ 3 R ECH 0.280, FEAE 1%7KF
FERZFNIE, S REET. BRG)ER, BT AN AR AR ECN 0.018,
I 1%K P R Z N, ORI, SRR R RENS 0 28 iR A R B 20 0. R (6K B A2
BAPANREEELARFEN AN RIATTE, 4R ER, AZRMDANZENREKIFEZENIE, Hitl
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H AL [ H R B U (4)h R EN(0.246 <0.280),  HIEHIT, WlRE I A E R A ER, BB AL
MR DU A Al i 5% L) ROR SR R AL BB SR ISR IE 1 W FERR Hao [AINIZ ] Sobel A58
MR EATRSS, £ Sobel H Z 64 15.349, p<0.1, LR LRIV AIF SR v A 2L
NAGE] T 95 E .

Table 6. Mechanism analysis of absorptive capacity and financing constraints

= 6. WRURE N ANEL BT L RAIHLEI 247

W R R £ 3
(€)) 2) (3) ) (%) (6)
Apply aby Apply Apply sa Apply
InDT 0.280" 0.615"* 0.212"* 0.280" -0.018" 0.246"
(30.257) (28.307) (23.051) (30.257) (—12.129) (27.755)
aby 0.111™*
(32.663)
sa —-1.853"™"
(-38.239)
_cons 0.747" 5733 0.108 0.747" -1.019™ —1.141"*
(3.563) (11.649) (0.533) (3.563) (-29.782) (-5.542)
AR E YES YES YES YES YES YES
Ay A 52 YES YES YES YES YES YES
Sobel #6546 Z=23.656""*P=0.000 Z=15.349""*P=0.00
N 14,556 14,556 14,556 14,556 14,556 14,556
R2 0.229 0.277 0.281 0.229 0.657 0.299

**p<0.01, "p<0.05, "p<0.1.

6. E—H 5

FREFICENER R, AR TEAREHEIE, KO SREET B r k. RaeHm
A G0, RTINS NS, DU R WL RECEN 1|5 BE AR B o8 S A (TD
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1T BT R SR BT AT SRR RS HE R H 45 2R . BI(1)AIB(3) 2R AR I F5 ] A8 1
INT AR [ E RO, A1) MIF (4) & R [ AE o Al il A2 i, S5 REBWIE 1%KF ERFENIE, *
ik R NP S Mal I e SNl PR E SR (AT

Table 7. Benchmark regression of radical innovation and incremental innovation
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)] 2 (3) €]
TI TI )| h)|
In BT 0.289"™ 0.288"** 0.278*** 0.267"*
(29.570) (31.319) (26.582) (27.041)
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ik
_cons 2.085™* -0.582*** 2195 0.490**
(126.862) (-2.786) (124.882) (2.185)
A & NO YES NO YES
A il 2 YES YES YES YES
N 14556 14556 14556 14556
R2 0.101 0.218 0.095 0.206

5 <0.01, "p<0.05, "p<0.1.

7. ERERTR
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S AT ORI T B BB B N U 1) W] AR o SN A R )P T TR BHIE & R A “ {8 U
M7 K F 2) W LSRG J7 B (SEM) B 120 [l i, IRIER A EE b A 58 & 3) AT LLSI O\l
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