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Abstract
The fulfillment of industrial enterprises’ environmental responsibility is an important aspect of the
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construction of ecological civilization, and the current research on the construction of enterprises’ en-
vironmental responsibility assessment systems is relatively abundant, but the research on the testing
of the assessment system is insufficient. In the context of the 20th Party Congress report, which puts
forward higher requirements for promoting the construction of ecological civilization, this paper is ori-
ented to the testing and optimization of the assessment system of industrial enterprises’ environmen-
tal responsibility in the construction of ecological civilization. By employing statistical methods such
as structural equation modeling, this paper tests the existing regional industrial enterprises’ environ-
mental responsibility assessment system and puts forward optimization suggestions, providing a
methodological reference for testing and improving the existing industrial enterprises’ environmental
responsibility assessment system in the construction of ecological civilization.
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1. 53|

R S = rh Al B (I RS T D AR B R b [ AR R PR ) Th E A
S Sty Xk, Sl AT IS I AR I B R, (@ RS B I AN PR R, AR S
Y VP AR AS AR R M AN SR 1 R R . R, BB SO IR HERE, HeR AU R R TS
X KRG E M C O R E L5 R R K R[], BTl ReF KRN EE &, Ml
AR SUE A REHES Ak B 5 a8 5 T84 BB TE, X T BRI BT S Ak S A A D th A R EL
YERI[2], AW SeAS SO E ST . Bk, A SRR EAT H 28 o etk o B R ORI £
TR, AP IS AR A DA B RSO 2 SR TE A A R T

HAT, O R T A B ST AR Al 10 ST B AR AN R AL A [3]-[5], BRAT XS AR ATk [6]-[9]+ AN
MIX3[5] [10] [11], 3L T — RIMNIAETUERIVFAE R R o (H CA ST R IFFE 4 AR Al 3R 85
TR A R IR L, TR X LIRS SHE I A R AT I S IR T . SEfs b, iRk
BTV R Rk Z B MEAA R, A RENE B2 il B VAl X G AR AE I O R PEAl 0 R AR DL
WAl 5 R A BN Al B B AR SRR B AT AN CACiE < U X AR 58 S (14 B A 5| 3 S5 SR A 2
WA, T s A 2 ST A HEE

Bk, SR E = e RSB AT R TR R RN, W DA AR R
SAETHAE IR bR A R BEATR DS, RO A S B SR A RIAE ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁmﬁkﬂ
BSTEPPAGR R, BERE AR, M2 Y) sk . AR TIX W5, B g0,
X EA X3 M ARV IS SR PG TR A R AT T 82008, IR B T, ARSI i
R g6 AN SCE LA VIR S SUE PP IR R IR AL 73R 1RSE

2. UFEREEEFREERE
2.1. IS REREIMGER
MY IR TAT 2 7E NS TR AR IR 0] Bk FE vp 5 b it & AR I SR g S R, 2 alit
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IR EET I Z —[12]0 VI TERIIE AL I T 2 AN RERORER G HI VIR ST RS
fdAE,  “IT ZAEFORGEE FIBPFO T RKCT BORAS SR R RE, #AA R LR A PSS
[13], BULER IR itliA R A SCIRARE AR IELR G VP VI RE, 1 Je 2t TAR SR X 1 Ut AT
AFRFEER S EAFEARRE, 25— B7 PR BRI, 3E T AN RS S T kA8
TEREAT AL o AP IREE DAL AL 2 BRI 2 A s A R 57 1) TR, DT A PR 8 A8 B e A A
L ORI RORIR AR E, O B AR 2 A O 3 Ml e A5 T R AR AR OG . FT SR OME 2 [14] £
AT CUAT 0 A DX T e b A BE SR M PF A B 7T, B SE TSR T 13 Sk A B SR
PPA[10], (TAEARSE . SMESE N B BUR I 1 A PGSR (I PPA4[5] [11]

22. BEMEERNS RIS

EREVH R RIS, WABILUT R —RIPEIEIRIER. Bt WEINESR A A, =
RS RIA R BE T SIS AB L, 1A R[15]. XLl AR, JUHER — i K rl R e e, i
i EHO T N B AR 5 PR [13]0 (EZXT T35 — mOpTi S i, W] DA ge vt I ik A T i, PR s
RO EH, TR AR. RER GRS, SN AR R Rt — P58 [16]. LiE PG
REAEL, FATAE, MW ABLZIOGRIETNE, & B R ARG RS T R, ERT AT
BRI IRAEPE R R AT, R H S HBIEZ — . SR RS AL Y Bl i S bR e, SR T4t i
X PR AR A 5 L 1 (0 Al 2 1) ) — B ZE ek, SRR SE WF T8 P die Hh BB MR 2 5 B B 17

3. MRMRIEFERBIBER
3.1. MIRARIERE

H A SC BRI 0 X DML A A S SR ISR AR R Gt 2 e P N, HLART SOTig,
HARBRAE . THEIASE . ARSI R T X D A A STAE VAl HLAG & T 48 brfA & ([5] [10] [11],
AR T EAFT AR IR RBEATRE R . LR XISV IR B DL PAS 1 R0 S B SA BE L Jais oak
. WARIRSE DT, HEEENREHERE, PP R RS, H G MRS ATT 1 AR EeE[11],
5 L& BRI A IPYERT TG, ASCERFIZIRIAME KBTI S04, W3k 1 P,

1P RS CAETE (YY) MR 6 N=uERS, 2RIy TIRKAEBREXL)” .« TkERK
RELREE(X2)” « “ TG BB ALBERE JJ(X3)”  “ TMMRAIAE R tE(X4)” « “ TSR
WAL ERBE JI(X5)” « IS YR IR B L GDP ELEE(X6)” , TR RR “FETSIRHE(Y2)” XRL 4 D=2
Bhr, 258 “— M TNRER D SR A RIS (XT)” « “ TR KHERE(X8)”  “ TS HBEE(X9)”
BT AR AR (X10)” o FRFREIE S BUERIRSE, TS BIRSCER, ASCA R .

Table 1. Assessment system for environmental responsibility of industrial enterprises in the region

1 KTl IME SR A &R

—giEhR — SRR (G ) = ARG ) W
kPR K b #E 1 (X 1) Jimg
Eié#ﬁﬁ? (Y1) TV K A B 0 % (X 2) S
e 5 Tl K I B G 4 B A 7 (X3) i/
TV RS IR PR B0t E (X4) =
W EL(Y ) Tl P BB M AL B A 77 (X5) 73 5% 77 Kol
b RSG5 AT GDP KL (X6) /
o = SR ) —f Tl A LR R (XT) Jill
(ke Tl B A HEC R (X8) 123097 %

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2025.146174 362 Gt 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.146174

ETR E

R
T RS Z(X9) T3l
— i oMb 3] 4 B = A= 2 (X 10) Ji
3.2. IB¥REUE
%1 A TN TR R R ILH 10 DN =2 4888, B NBFRT N 28 M8 . BEEETTOEUE,
w2 from.

Table 2. Indicator data for 28 provinces/municipalities directly under the central government
2. 28 NE/EET AR IR

B X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 X6 X7 X8 X9 X10
bibl 281,237 2110 1023.1 6136 93,354  0.0128 91,609 195125 7611 5737
TH 25,385 377 159.2 1766 17,215  0.0238 16,548 93245 2961 2044
2 206,430 2412 1020.7 5848 40,258  0.0192 67,175 29,645 12,022 10,266
vy 204,376 3567 1013.3 12,706 62,972  0.0271 48,108 381243 29,031 20,135
| 176,636 3610 9704 10,184 76,908  0.0071 137,356 35001.9 15250 11,597
VW] 175,329 2488 811 5426 26,452  0.0244 67,871 148141 11,134 6071
i 269,496 3131 1121.9 5734 34,007  0.0086 97,133 15887.5 8116 5188
Jext 11,081 521 64.5 3004 10,901  0.0192 9190 3263.7 1104 872
R 40,464 967 170.8 3911 22,382  0.0122 19,117 9032.2 1820 1816
Tk 776,119 4780 3725 16,924 182,217 0.0183 122,645 67647.4 45576 17,361
T 235,649 2387 12123 11,585 86,497  0.0275 87,168 31,917 27,280 11,862
Ak 99,305 677 485 3627 31,065  0.0087 44,842 10316.3 4731 3198

BBV 92,346 1199 1214.3 5006 37,098  0.0159 58,355 10444.6 6313 4646
ki 78,777 1802 321 4795 32,703  0.0066 46,359 13361.3 2199 2140
LT3 405,492 7495 1953.1 17,641 99,232 0.0122 236,094 48623.3 10,224 9342
WriL 256,554 8572 13619 17,771 159,773  0.0108 175416  23967.3 4461 4083
Gizye: 173,788 3461 736 7780 85,065  0.0113 106,319  14739.3 7720 6887
7R 365,429 5317 2007.2 15915 116,317 0.0148 183,634 45420.2 18,343 17,073
"R 287,598 10,608 1654.7 18,667 78,241  0.0046 186,126  27078.2 5965 5198
i 345,307 2392 1275 6418 38,313  0.0146 110,671  27610.7 7964 5369
e 9144 364 39.9 555 3003 0.0157 7465 1960.3 386 238
HIK 44,824 1578 394.5 4319 19,990 0.0164 30,611 8359.9 3115 2569
g 207,455 4255 999.4 8384 50,885  0.0075 69,984 21909.6 13,187 6052
M 92,722 1663 442.6 3413 22,084  0.0101 23,399 14311.6 7835 4839
=M 143,693 4878 933.8 6618 32,704  0.0128 42,811 14955.2 16,038 7938
il 63,704 2206 333 4701 30,906  0.0125 38,037 14767.4 7215 4422
HR 33,001 631 206.9 3237 39,977  0.0215 19,188 13899.7 6671 3593
Hilg 19,785 185 66.5 1229 7772 0.0127 8917 5507.6 12,301 6831
Fs 182,897 2986 918.46 7617 54,938  0.0146 76,862 211215 10,591 6691

3.3. ¥uRmYHEAR ST

AL SPSS BfEdt Bk fa bR B AT T RERYE SR oA, A0k 3. b, wEEGLTH R i o A
AR 77 O RIREE 56 4 A N IEZS 20 A I BE (BN 0, IR T 0, IR T IR A Rz, WM
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BEME 0, WAMMIERS 2. R, T Hd B oI BESRREE, WeRE oy 3 I, RUIHWE 4
MM IEZS I3 A, W FOBBGE T 3, BMBEEn TIESA A R, HIEZEEZEME 3, WARMIES)
Mo M 3 PRI IR g g, Mol S E S B AR AL T IR0 A, PRI AR B0 IR an Bt 2t A7
ALEE, 5 I ATRE— L H AT

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of data
= 3. BUREAR MG

EEEEAY N BME BOKME HfE brifEE i 5 e 5%

w5 GurE GiE gibE giit & giit&E giiti iR GokE iR
X1 28 9144 776,119 182897.34 160595.336 1.862 0.434 5.520 0.845
X2 28 185 10,608 2986.86 2521.304 1.473 0.434 2.240 0.845
X3 28 39.90 3725.00 918.4641 768.94196 1.789 0.434 5.249 0.845
X4 28 555 18,667 7617.83 5321.726 0.936 0.434 —0.255 0.845
X5 28 3003 182,217 54938.93 43699.579 1.414 0.434 1.867 0.845
X6 28 0.0046 0.0275 0.014603 0.0060540 0.595 0.434 -0.221 0.845
X7 28 7465 236,094 76862.41 60423.916 1.027 0.434 0.467 0.845
X8 28 1960.3 67647.4 21121.521 14910.5923 1.377 0.434 2.161 0.845
X9 28 386 45,576 10591.86 9632.260 2.130 0.434 5.578 0.845
X10 28 238 20,135 6691.66 4936.994 1311 0.434 1.398 0.845

HEEIN FIRIRE): 28,

3.4. WEHEFRIE L R BUIEAR AN

IRV A R 4ERR X8, X9 Fl X10 il fadn, ENFRFREER/INER L, PRIASCE SE ) SPSS K
PEXHFRFR X8+ X9 Fl X10 R4 EHE AT 1 BUEIB IE AL AR R [18] o [N, R VPfli i R b F b B i
G, (EHE—BONTHT, TEMEREACALER[19], A SO IE ML S 0 B feAn EdE 51T T Z-score AL
(0-1 brifEfb) b3 .

4. GHERBIERER
4.1 {REKYE

JER SCHR H A HE AR B AT M5 FE AR IS, A SC B S SPSS B A XHHE AR AT T 5 AR . (55
TN, B85 EdE R Cronbach’s  fE5 0.639,  “IAEEEHL(YL)” A1 “BEiSIkAE(Y2)” XF N 48Ar s
ff) Cronbach’s o #3519 0.852 A1 0.601, KT 0.6, ViHHEIR S EIEAIAIR. Hoh, “FHEE(YL)”
FRFE bR RIS YR HH 5 GDP L (X6)” 5, XTI “ BRI ) Cronbach’s a {8 ” #2 %1 0.949,

CREGIRAR(Y2)” EpE TV BRI SE A FIHE(XT)” JE, SR “MHBR IS ) Cronbach’s o 7
PEmE) 0,981, HUL(EEMISYIBIE, = Hiabs X6 Al X7 5IAE Z RIeIs1IEH)E K RAFIEMRZE

4.2. BETHRREBRFOHTENBERE

FERSAIE 1 PR B 5 FE I T SR 2 Jm , A SCE TP SPSS i, SEANESCIR—FE, SRATRRMER T
XN, RFPRAG IR R S5 AL AT P R

4.2.1. KMO #1 Bartlett #3&
A HARE AT KMO (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin)#:56 F1 Bartlett #6556, 45 R 417 4 fizr, Hr KMO {H4
0.766 (1L 7 0.7), Bartlett &5 ) 2 2 /K F{4 4 0.000 (/M T 0.001), 153 A K4 Ak % & & 4T B 7204
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Table 4. KMO and Bartlett’s test
2 4. KMO 70 Bartlett Fh3&35

I HUH
BURE 2 ¥ 1) Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin 4656 0.766
IR TT 394.994
Bartlett [ BRIE LR L6 df 45
Sig. 0.000

4.2.2. NEFMBRH

TERB MR T i, 7 Z MR EE R T 1 32 BURE N, G 3 AN TR, R ErE
#4 90.559%, WIFH 5 fim. X—REFESCERARTIX ], IR HIRIT 2 MART, BitfRR
N 85.816%. 7= ARIX — 22 SR DA, SR AR SO SR AR EAE HEAT T 30 i i A 1 e A RN SR A b A AR
B RRAR T BT iR 22, AE A 40 HT s T Ak .

Table 5. Total variance explained
5 BENRAE

. ISR FEECT )7 FagR e 7 AN

& TEM% M A TEMN% B &I HEN% FH%
1 5.939 59.388 59.388  5.939 59.388 59.388  5.939 59.388 59.388
2 1964 19.639 79.028  1.964 19.639 79.028  1.964 19.639 79.028
3 1153 11.532 90559  1.153 11532 90.559  1.153 11.532 90.559
4 0474 4.738 95.297
5 0193 1.926 97.223
6  0.142 1.416 98.639
7 0.069 0.693 99.332
8  0.037 0.368 99.699
9 0024 0.241 99.941
10 0.006 0.059 100.000 REUE: ERA ATk

— i BT ZE TTERER A B 60%5k 7T UL A R TR G AR R aa TR AR AR &, (Rl 10 A =GR N TE X B
SANAHTF(ZGHRIR) . A — B8 T T S 39 REGERE, ik 6, iR T8N ARTF
(ZZedabr) 10 A =ZLAabr i o Rty « ARYEZAERE, LA 5 oty KT 0.5 ar 5, ATRMSH: fids X1,
X2, X3. X4, X5, X7 XfMARF 1 (Ziehs 1), Fabs X6 X ARETF 2 (2484 2), 485 X8, X9,
X10 X R R 3 (e dabn 3)o

Table 6. Matrix of ingredient score coefficients

= 6. IS H REIER
EIEL KT 1 By KT 2 Bty KT 3 puty

X1 0.852 0.234 0.274
X2 0.814 0.309 —0.290 e e s
X3 0.875 0.239 0.267 P E R AT
X4 0.913 0.284 0.021
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gk
X5 0.866 0.264 0.183
X6 —0.160 —0.156 0.920
X7 0.869 0.292 —0.184
X8 —0.776 0.588 0.048
X9 —0.646 0.755 0.035
X10 —0.633 0.762 0.066

4.3. BT EHLSERENHELR

AL AMOS B, B Sedk T I S0 B Al R R E5 R (BR R 1) Boe gy FER B (e 1, Hop
A RVIEYCE AR A EL e WSS EANE AR EE), ISR ET 2 b, 2 2o,
SRR TR ES A BT AT R IR TR T b, BTCE G, S IR A R R
HBOEA G

T K A PR

TV K R BTt A

@
[\]

Tl PR K Bt AL PR AE

Tolb R i B it 4

@

Tl RS BRIt A P R

X 35k Tk Al IRV B A GDPEL

M TUE

— e ol [ A R R P

SEBBBE Y

B TR K HE T
B35 ek A
TR S HEs =
— M b [EA R A el0

Figure 1. Model based on the assessment system in the original literature

B 1. KB R SCE I R R ERIIRE

GEEARSCAER SO S BRI 45 8, PAEREUE) 3 DNAR T E R, Al 1 458 5 Rk
e, i 2,

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2025.146174 366 Gt 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.146174

ETR E

Tolk Pk b i Fo.w—@

Toll Bk v 8 B Po.xz Ce2 N 092
/N
@ O.Z/ TR S 4067— o
0.67 0.82 — Ve
Y OV TUBUREERY 09— el

0.99

sgm &
— N T i A ) |0.75— e
0.89

082 \ﬁ TR R [ 0.79— o7
e — 0.13%‘ PREEVA B 5 GDPLL FO.OZ—@
—Ce8

@%wﬂ Tk 086

-0.55

0.21 0.99 Tk SRR Fl.oo_@
é} \ﬂ — B TR 0.9 100
"

Figure 2. Optimized assessment system model

B 2. iLERT IR RRE

AL 5 AL T LB A S, (HAIE S HE A . BB B v 2 M R R G Ty RE R B TR 8
SN, A SCE LR 0 PR ZE W T Z A RRARAL S5 R R i — R IR 5, BRI S BE ik 7 prs.
A AR KB FT[20], [l 45 T A0 $R bR 0 P 3 SV Bl St (AL, 3 7 Pl 306 Bl ik 3 i
AR, Al Ak B AT S o 5 RS B IR SR ) S A et O g s A A B S R, B
28 HETHENFIREIVIEA, BRI ERERTE, BRE RGeS, A NiZm
CALTABEEF, 3 B A SO0 R Al 44 2R AR AL 7 1) 2 & PR

Table 7. Values of the main fit of the optimized model

T MUEHERTENSERE

4 4 CMIN/DF ‘ GFI ‘ AGFI‘ ‘ RMiEA N PG!:I SEI
o (FHHEBE (WA (A (E LR 2 (AT (ELB AT
k) ) UMESiE ) JiiR) ) £
A 1.241 0.814 0.660 0.093 0.444 0.983
CIE:374 1 NF3 KT 08 KT 08 /NF 0.1 KT 05 KT 09
R IF2 XF 09 XF 09 /NF0.08 XF06 KF 0.95

M 2 R R A KR (1) B R RARF R IR BB AR OCTRbR(BLFE X6 £E W) M Aar i
(2) Mo FREEAR, VL ZGARPR (AL IV (IR BRAF AE R & R AL R 3R . BRI, PP Al AR &
T Ak (1) FEFREEMMRAL: BN R AR bR YREREETE(Y3)” , KILA I =R RS “EEIS Yeh B
% 5 GDP (Gross Domestic Product) tt 5 (X6)” 49N iZ e da b T, FFit— D3+ VR B 5”7 M8
= Fatr, Bl “HHERFRBN G GDP ", “ISYREESIIz/T IR " [7],  “IRARERE HEIL
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NELG” [9]5 (2) 4RARIMEAERIRYERIPLIL: WIATSCHTIR, ASCEAR /7 A Qb AT [ 4R Ar I 1 4 S 2K
PEARAELL (BN AL R, AT FE LM BRAR AR IR O FE R (R OGTE) IS [21], 45 Rt — 2D IR AR AR 2 TR 3,
PECHIGIE) SR RN, BT e dabn T RAHSCPE A SR AR EAT B, 41 X1 A0 X35 (3) B4R Fn i
B AT REAFAE RS RPCEAL D 3R i RIS SCVE AN SR A AR, e “ BET5IRR 7 shaoin o “ BRHecRE
“SO HEGH IR " [5],  “HRLEMME” [3], “HAEROKHILE" [7]H 5. LR, REfET
AR “HMBUE B - Seitia B I - P AR B Y BRI, BB AR, it
Ja BV A R A0 8 R .

Table 8. Optimized regional industrial enterprise environmental responsibility assessment system

7= 8. MRl IS AT ZR

— bR AR (SR T) =R AR (G T) BT
Tk R /K Ab 2 £ (X1) T3
Tk PRk I B it A (X2) £
VR K I R 8t AL PR AE 1 (X3) Jimgi/H
TV PR IE T Bt A (X4) £
PR T (Y1) Tl i Rt A 2 i 77 (X5) J3SLTT AL
— P b [ A PR P R FH B (XT) Fin
HIEE AR RUIER(X12) /
ORI 78 3 % (X13) /
HRfeEEE R H(X14) 1~5 %%
[X 45 Tall A k3 HEHH AR T EE(X15) /
BT RS Yl B HE 5 GDP HL# (X6) /
3 HRABEARBN 5 GDP Hi(X11) /
HEF(YS) V5B B HE AT 2 (X16) I
FARBEHR B EB (X17) /
Tk R K HE E (X8) L30T K
Tk A HE T (X9) J3m
e — % b [ A PR A = A | (X 20
WIS (Y 2) swﬁmﬁﬁﬁmmg ) 7
I 4% A Fl F 2. (X19) /
LR K HEBUR (X20) i/ 5 7

PERRN L = <5 17 e X VA A AV

5. HRE5RE
5.1. A&

AL SEN A R =P A o ARSI B I AP SR OB BRI R R, @ O kI
FUEPH A R AT RIS RIS R 2, I A SR TR A LA B ST R &R, Sl il 2
Mgt it TR I, EE TSR LA 2T

511 MEFRBHEIG T FAREESTEEPHHEEEREMIN

2T JESTHR T4 Y B AR ZR AR DR 3 23 ik L, AR S e 48 0 338 1] 418 o 1 T A AT i 26 50 b R AL AR 2
AT AR H RSk 2 DMEINEIASCh 3 A4S, RiFARRESR t1 85.816%3 miF 90.559%, [FI toh 2 5
PRSI R B O IR 1R

5.1.2. HIaREEEERETAEREMNT BHAEEERNSHR LR R R
ASCIE IR TR R T ik, A TR SR P (1 At 1 R BOE R RO AT I B0 s R Bz R e 1208
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M, BERPPAS R RIS BOE A G B, EARR IS, AUt 7RI AR R a5k, IR
RVl AR R S A3, BN G ICE . [N, ASCHigt 7t — IR

5.2. REZA

B, ASCRAEAASCEREE R AT AW FE, BT R SCRROR SR PR B Bk, BRIx AR
HEGETIG FE bR, Toikilid 5 RO — SRR AT B A 8, BT TEIE N LA A B AR AR R EEAT AR
Ko HUG BRI RRYE, BRe R 2R R E B R EE, HOaRkET
P B AT 2 AR S 2 e, ARG R 46

5.3. FARFMEXMFRHIERL

AW TE, FEMUE T WR R F o S50 AR SE G2 ik &ig H, ER IR AL
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