World Economic Research H#tF}25F 2K, 2025, 14(4), 573-586 Hans X0
Published Online August 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/wer
https://doi.org/10.12677/wer.2025.144060

HAFEFNGARAEIFEERRE M RHFM
3 Ko

wRER, BEW, F2R°

WA EOTE AP 23 228 21 R ViR ATEWAe
TR GIRR AN E BB, #1dE B

Weks H . 20254F5 290 HHER: 20254F6 H9H; &4 HI: 20254F820H

=

BraBFREHG RO ROMERRRBIE. S5, HRMVEIRERERE. BTERIAREHR
k. ALUUEEAR], EIN2004~2023F Mo & EMELL LG RMICARER, WA FETFXTGR L
SEMRRKFM. SRR, HFefEEadfRH#SaRAReIFMUEEELRE, BEZRATHH
MR EEEREFR. FHBERFIERRRY, HFETRARMRY R K& 65 RN 7
E5. W, AXRUTEERSGREWAER, MEKELHFES. BEREASER. 5I#HEFUREAN
AERW, UG LTI R EFER,

XA

BFRY, 5ifdl, FALERETE, fEER

Research on the Impact of Digital Economy
on the Green Total Factor Productivity of
Textile Enterprises

Jiaxin Xu?, Ruoxin Lu?!, Anyu LiZ2

1School of Economics, Wuhan Textile University, Wuhan Hubei
2School of Foreign Languages, Wuhan Textile University, Wuhan Hubei

Received: May 29", 2025; accepted: Jun. 9%, 2025; published: Aug. 20%", 2025

Abstract

The digital economy serves as a critical driver for the green transformation of textile enterprises.
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Currently, textile enterprises face challenges such as lagging development and insufficient pollution
control capabilities. Taking the national context as a case, this study selects partial data of above-
designated-size textile enterprises nationwide from 2004 to 2023 as samples to explore the impact
of the digital economy on the green transformation of textile enterprises. The research finds that
the digital economy significantly enhances the green total factor productivity of textile enterprises
primarily by promoting green technological innovation and optimizing resource allocation. Heter-
ogeneity tests show that the digital economy has varying impacts on the green transformation of
textile enterprises of different scales. Based on these findings, this paper proposes suggestions such
as improving the textile recycling system, optimizing the green innovation ecosystem, precisely al-
locating production factors, and introducing digital green talent to advance the green transfor-
mation of the textile industry.
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1. 5l

AR, BT EORIEDORZ Hok g, |2 HIRA BB R A5 2 18 LA, EMZ2 G
POBAERE[ 1] SERIH/URBK, SErh w722 0F, R TR . By &bt IEAE O
A ERRERTIRN O, EWERRAETAN, R ERSEE R, EIERT, JigidlbiEi
ffith . RANE SSRGS T Tk, AR ATA A ST s E . 2RI, e is gl
FEr, A2 il BEIEVE AL S T AU MR, JCHAE JFORL N 21 B 1J3& () B3R Y, ngied.
k. ENYLSE, AR AT M. #agt, KEGH LS Mrm el ik 33 12t
(2], B LA G AE I BR AT A BT, SR RGEAEIERE . Ak (A TR A ™ F(GTFP) 2 1]
EANVAEHEIMELIR T GRS RER RS, W T SR OBoR G 5 IR EC BRI RE/1[3]. e H R0
G PR T AR SRR, S OGS AR (T R S R e [4] . F St B R A
PR (TFP)ANFE, GTEP i PN REIHAE ST5 A R, AT & AT EE R 2K 5] -

Her 2 G RIR IR TH (A B A 3, H B9 4 b o (e B[4 el T iz N AR BlAE HOR,
DL 75 BN R A P BRI A TR R 4E[60]: MBI REE . N LR RESFEOR, Senf i
AR AR PIRE SRIT Re UG DL, AR BEARAE AP A1 T R IR 9 A5 AT L[ 7], BRIRPA 58 i i
M. S ARZ FE R, BT AU St A BR A RN 575 B ok ar e T B B 25 A et AR
MRIEERSE(2022) 45 Y, Ak 78 70 LB ZE R A UE, Il e B G R IR R SRS HE L, BET AL
FPERE(5]. MAh, BrrabrilEd RIEH T SeRes ISR R AR SR T s R, il 7 A
PRI NS TI[8]. BT adtth oy GTFP G SE it 1 itis, w2 5rm AT, W] LEE & Atk
H AN BUEL G A TR, b BHRERC, FRARAEIRTSAE[9]. AWM SR (2021) M SLIERT FLR W, $v2edF
Xt GTFP Bfedb (AT Rafd e, HAFAERSTR] DXSATAT ML R B [5]. il ARy 2 Br LA MR
Hotgii b gt 2 BRI H AR L.

FANGI LRV R B SRy AN B AT G . T, R, WCRIEIBE . B
TRARRENK, BB n] A B S . DI BOR SCELILAL, SRR L IR AN S . 53— 5T
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REZGIBAN AT BN G TARBEER, A= RO AR | ZE R S [10], B2l Do % feth i |
HENMEAEF=5 7, BRI, $mAr=a, Weai i sad 7y, RN A P2 AT
SR B IR SR ANTE R HEI

M TFAT SR BT R AP RN RW AT, A% SOk E TR B R 2R fe E L 54 77 iR
B, NGRNASRIRA R . SEBUAE P B Rl . IRBh SRR, BIAEHEAL. —£&2
BOCERIOGEZFE R, B Z 5 91 2R A S5 4% St im RERE A AU O SEE[ 1] [4]. RBP4 5 B BE I B
THFECAN U T O BRHEBO B BRI [9]; =2 SS, SO SE T LT RS MR RSt
b, JCFHR W 5 ok A B A PR A R R ORI Z IR NFIAT

BT A TR L, ARSCEBE R H—, @ik 2004~2023 A E DL 25 2R AV AE A%
Wi, SRHEERA dEA B SBM-ML S B 4kt A B AR =, R RS E VA BB 7 & 5 R K PE
AT . WO Z R FHF AP A = B R EH . H =, Mg “ Bl M (Resource-Based
View, RBV)” fll “4R5HE 1 (Porter Hypothesis)” i HTHESR, 7T T HF 4575 1 GEIHEE LT DCEL
. RAMBHLSSIGEETMFERR, NHGEAMI SR EE TG T oK. BT, &
EHEBEGAN EIRAR R, RS EFAROAES FEUERCE A7~ Z 5K UG b gkt N 45X
PRI, BEMNGIREMAARTETHIRB P CI T Rre sk Uk fE, o )E 2 Fu e fit 17 ek
S5 ITES %,

2. EREMSMRRL

B2 a4 [ g7 23 b S 6 % e HE SN A ] 32 EAR ILAE B3 s mm AR RE g e AN 7 T, LB I
fithi o3l FE -« YR FERE W (Resource-Based View, RBV)” Fl “J ¢ i (Porter Hypothesis)” #E4T 2 4t [ B
[11].

2.1. BFEFEESHRATIRELRNEEENER

FYRFERE W (Resource-Based View, RBV)#EE], AV A0 5e 4+ S5 EH AR SeRgdl . X DU HxE DL &
RTRERE ). B &P IR Rl M8 REAR T MRS 2 1 S ERBE T, TR
G PR AL O IR, T REIR N S PR . TSR AR, A el
RS HERT R 12] .

BAKRTIE, Al nT DU I 06 0 8 2% S R AR B A P e85 . (I RE R SR 55, TR L )8
) “HEF R o X IEER R B WU A AR PR AR R S P B AR RS, DT S I B B R A R A
. MAFT GFTAE ST 1M PG B RS, A “BEERAZR” 68, TRRAEZ R HIA AT B A
B8 o JEHAM A DARFE R Tl i i g (B R ia s . ALAIEE 7= 12, " “Himimg - £
ARIEAR - AT PIBNASIEH . 8 DL R IE AR IS Al nT KR Kk R

LU I B E I ARIAE LT = A7 T ReicE, nIHpEe (B B EC S 8 S 1630
FIH .

T REURCHERE 05 ST IR B RN T OB 13]. A BRI AR, B A = 4 . REURHER RG]
2, SN CRAEREIEAE S, s KB 7 H R S FE R A T SR 2 AL, SEILAUE DL B AR AR IR AR
FEAEBE12]. (AN, 23RS INAL IR, S IRER R A A S, Jhad BdEizmiti
HACF AT, NI AE FEARIA S 37 1) [R] I 2 T 2 5 A% 2

FIRFER LN BEE B . AR JEAPRERIGIRTT, B R IEF A fE SAEE I BaTE i, Akl R AR
B o3 B SRR ) A 2 IR, A5 FR R TINARAL R IE TR, s BEARIR 9] [ 13]. AEAR ™ I L3R,
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i R B 5 T EAMA KRS T BHEAM AR RSN BRI FTT I, eror e ik a pofE 23k
ZHIHEAL, FEFHEET BERHEA AT E A REIRN T, B LS S5 GUT L SEBLEER H AR 14]

P EH SEAMAL. ETHIEE I S BN . S RA AR, BTttt i
BTV R S SAL SR S S O IR, RSt S EAL . RIS G SRR . [
I, MEEIRGI G IECr &, BUlE 2E S SN, a7 A,

BT Bk, SRR

Hl: HF&F I DLEER ST 500 KA g 2SR A 7 %

2.2. HFLFNEEHRALNRE L RHIEEENER

“ PR (Porter Hypothesis) ” 51, 185 H R ik AP U BE0E BOR A IO BB 77, i R B i i)
LUV BT DI G E IR I KOS S PGEE WL, IR S U 7y, ok “ aRiE Bl
W7 71, HERTE T et S AR S T ZA0EKT15]. JLEHERmE T

(1) By e xRS (520 o R B AT R MO TR R (1 “IEBENE” o B eI BE
N ISR A 56 PR S e AR A T W PR 5 KBRS T R S, “ BUHTR BRIAEL > sk AN
AGTE 7 Feln) “ EhENET7 o B airlEd fTaE B INE,  SEEUN AE I AT 9 R A R AT RRAL MRS 4
WEH, —J7im, W EE AR RS RIS 6, e R MR, —
Hibs LRI B IGE, RN ATFAMRAE VY, B2 A SR LUNE, KiRFTHRE BRI
PEEERERAS: H— T, AKIE S E EE R RS AT UM A A X SREE IR EOR, PRI AL
(IREE I AEANT S G AR [16], B N BELR VIR BR T T AR, S i BN ELIF 40 i 3 =S 8] [17],
SKEHLIRIIE 2K o

(2) FBERU 0 o3 0 A TR A R MM . W Z T, SRR SEER IR TER B, 2 R 9 B i 3
I SRR, b BEE SIS A T2, BN &M REER . KO ANH AT R
HEmR S, S SR IR S IR G SR T A AR, TR IR AR — SR ST — RCR R T
WL e . Sehh, it TREARETER, i TR 5 BB SR 1 s 4™ RE K A
ARG, fRAEIRAT7 REIR . HrEORMER LA IRAG R0, TR RN L A4 RN 5 5 AR 1
1. AT PRSI Oy R T RIIE S, (AR R O BRI AN RIS R, W Eh &
WEE LB EHr, PR R O R R A R (GTFP) R Tt

BT Bk, SRR

H2: 722 G RENS A (g 3k A A5 LR 56 2 W) 124 i 3 R i lb R e B 4 B3 AR 77 R OK T

3. HF ARG GR RTINS H
3.1, HAERSEHIERE

AL 25 FAeEYEATIFAE L EANE 2004~2023 A SETE AT R E, BE2R AN R E
W, BAEEERETEE GRS ST EoEnsemBds, RS BES L TH .
3.2. TEIXRSIRAA
3.2.1. HERTE
AR AT B NG (0 2 A P2 #(GTAP) . G E A P R BN A=, I3
HOR IR K gm , R BE AAR R B AT 2R & HEF bR, BT DA ST iR A B it & B R AR,
TEFRFRIN AR R 3% 1, A SCRAAEE R JEMA R SBM-ML #E7 , iZ R —Ff skt DEA (3¢
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PR, BEGS RIS 25 F& BN (s D A H 3G I, JF HAN & AL St AS &, AT SE HE R 3 T
G VE S SItTNE- NI

F5E TR 5 R N 255 S U1 527 Y e KA A AR B 7 ) de /M
o

m NENFOSREL, s IR AL

s, NE P MEONINTUARE, s N r POTER P I AS R

Xio A1 y,o FRFFATCH AR TN 1

1 K SJr 1 k S[?
T SN L
i s 2 " k z-’:l b,

r=1
. Yro
£ =min : -
1 m S
1_72'—1 ’
m =" x;

Hr.
7 AR b &, b, N BRIRARIIEE
p D () EERI, SBM B p & BRI, T D (-) &8 H 7 trdhoxt p My S, D(1)
FoR DA ¢ BRI S ) SBM &% 4H
Malmquist-Luenberger (ML)F& ¥/ 2040 F -
ML :{ D' (x’,y’,b’) y D! (x‘,y’,b’) T
D' (x”l,ym,bM) D (xt+l,yt+l’bt+1)

SBM-ML A5\ 7:

1
ML =ECxTC = Dt(xm’ym,b”l) y D! (x"rl,ytﬂ’b”l) 3
Df(xt’yt’bt) Dt(xt+1,yt+l’bt+1)

He:
EC (BARMFZM)MTC (HARME)ELE ] SBM R E 5.
IR, T LS T AT 4 (4 R AR P R AR SRR
i EIRADER, TS B ARSI R AR SBM RCRAEAT ML 485, Zrth 4 3L 7 3 (GTAP) AT LA

i ML fe8Ae th ok . BART S, GTAP W LLERIRN:

GTAP :%
ML

t

Hr, ML, fML,,, A5 52 R ¢ 0 ¢+ 1 f) ML $8%.
RIAESE T AT mAF ISR A A P et (R R A RN G GUT LR B FR bR AR F R B
SEEIRE AT R AR R, TR AT IR SR N, B A E TR AR R LR 1, AR R R A

(PEgHES)Y . (PEEESITES) , EDGAR i EM (hEAESIHELE) .
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Table 1. Indicator system of green total factor productivity

* 1. FOEEBERETRERTFR

g —ddeh e WHTTE
AN ELEGA AL A ST )BT G

BOGERE EUERA Ay, KR BT S b R
PEREA G5l L V(L) B
oy $1EZ5 8 Tl HEGT
e ACHE MR HEGT

e . R b T S — LT R
A BRI o
Tl R G

3.2.2. BLEREE

AN SRR BT A0 KR IK T (Dige), 1ZARIMAESH T X, MBS0k HASTR %L
TLTHARE RIS B R FRAR R TR R AR B AR 752 5y K SR FabR =AM, 1EH] 1 LR 14 AN
BEHRAR, TEIRFRARAR BRI B 2004~2023 EJ4E (FPESTTHES) MOEEE, JFE AR ERREAT
WS ZIRP LRI 2

Table 2. Indicator system of digital economy level

2. BFAFKFIERER

T e ~ b TR
o S
o LR By R Fya i R
= BRI BB i b AT
e 5 B 5 B
¥ IITSN IS
‘ TR AT (R IV N L
T FLHRRR i B ML 2 2
— B ELIERI P K B ELIBE P KL e
BB KOG B R A e
FSTLT oL i e
e 5L LB b S B
W3 5 RIS TR T 6
I i -7 45 B e
- % 4 0 -

3.23. HlEIEE

AR R AR VIR BT R 58 B (ERDAE ML AR & AZ AL AR B S, WA STk, A B
P FTHE S S BN R R K TS Sein B B A0 L 1248 Tlk ™ {8 1 bb E A AV PR B R 958

3.24. BHTE

RN RN TR BUR AT T = 32 B AR R IR, RIASCHAE 1 A M 22 E, LUE

S AT BT FT I . (1) AR (Size):  RUBBCK A8 #4152 RIREAT S BoR a8, H
A AE 32 a1 LB RN o U D5 2O A B 7 ) AR B 5t N d2 RV B 1) B PR AT A

(2) AT (CAP): WABELNE A ERTL B R RBEEAR, I [ 58 517 1 f o L S il 8 4%
SORTHE 1, EAR RS O AR KR T2 6 (3) B At (Lev): BT f it Rl #8455 AL AT
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K, AR T 5155 R 0 Sk (BTN RIS RN s (4)

M

o DL

PR R (ATO): 1ZBEENEF B E R

MIRALSE R, HEWIAN S PRI E R AR, R 7 Al AE BEIETHC B RS 7 10 0] 4 (A Y s
MISCRERE T IRDUANYEREIL IR T A b OWAS AR 5 Sk L BRT RE 0 2 TR B AL T AE S . AR it dn

3:

Table 3. Variable design

F= 3. TRt

A A HEE, e T
AR G A TR GTAP W4T, AE S SBM-ML i
R Bt Wr L BT Dige L
- e e

B A VR B3R ERI éﬁ&kﬁﬁgﬁgﬁﬁigéﬂﬁgﬁ

A Size AP AR E
- VR W CAP s 7 4 2 7 L o

Ve Lev RS o L

W ATO LN 44 2 G L

33. TELGITOH

3.3.1. fERg o

4 4 JETR T W FUREAS (A% O AR BERFAE S e ATl . B A P IME N 0.23, FrdEZE 0.09, &
FEA A ECT AR R A T2 D i BUBAZAE— € 704, R/ME 0.10 5K 0.37 IZREHNE 13X 451
AV IUBEE 20.46, FrfEZEAL 0.86, TR FEATEATBAIN [ BiAL . B3 1 iR EMHE 0.58, drifEZE 0.20,
s ARMVAT ATz P i (E XRS5 B 2 . BB AR IME 0.27, FrifEZE 0.07, RIRB™IZE R
BARWAR ELAETERR . TIARREIE 438, EEFIE 2.74), MBATWEBAR T AR B2
5o AR EERLHI R ME 4.78, RifEZE 2.50, RUIAREGEL R LB A0, 5873 4l i s v o
B RS, SORERAHEINMME 1.03, bRl 0.09, UUIFEARBIARCSCIER O KR, HBEE
B TS BRENIRHEZE SIMED iR T BT A E 7 T A Rt 2Rk, s
iRt 7 B S

Table 4. Descriptive statistics

4. Rttt

TEL AR SEBME PrfEE &/ ME BAE
725 K /KF(Dige) 500 0.23 0.09 0.10 0.37
AV H A (Size) 500 20.46 0.86 18.67 21.30
Y A £ 26 (Lev) 500 0.58 0.20 0.08 0.85
S P 5 2(ATO) 500 0.27 0.07 0.15 0.37
YR A (CAP) 500 438 2.74 1.50 11.31
AP IR R ) 58 B (ERT) 500 4.78 2.50 1.00 8.00
SR TR A 2R (GTAP) 500 1.03 0.09 0.90 1.15

3.3.2. SEHEMERR

TESSIERT I 2 1/, ANSCR AR ZE R 7 Z MK B (VIF) S G0t e n, 0 %O R A8 s Fi s ) A8 B AT
T ZHEILEMERL . ISR TR, A AZEMN VIF EKT 10, R EZ A A1 ™ H 1L
)Rl BAkas R 5
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Table 5. Multicollinearity of explanatory variables

F5. MERTEZEHEM

AR VIF

7255 K KF(Dige) 3.06
AP IR R ] 58 B (ERI) 2.25
Ak A (Size) 2.09
B AESE(CAP) 2.08

B A i % (Lev) 1.96
S R R (ATO) 1.72

3.4. REREY

ASCHET ERAGIG RS R, AL T 0T A ] AR R AT A G
GTAP, = a + B Dige, +  control, + 1, + A, + ¢, (1)

() H: GTAP NER ORI RFEL K JEIKF: Dige NEUT A G ERMCAKFEL: control HIEHIALE: & AL
R

AL T DU HLEIBR, DR B 20 St 4 BER A 7 A ) R R AT

S RIAZ O MR AR BN A AR R S

ERI, = a+y,Dige, +y control,, + y. + 4, + &, 2)
WP XU ARG, [R]IN R0 A% o AR A B M A A8 B0 AR AR R ) 2T
GTAP, = o+ 6 Dige, + 6 ERI, + & control, + u, + A, + ¢, 3)

K@) ERI b R ATHT K Dige NEUT S G ERMKTELG control NIRRT &, AL
WEI, o NBEEN g AR, A, A E RN, @ MK, A,

4. SSUELER SR
4.1. FFLEFRHGHRAITIRETHREL RAOFME

MY FE Gt R S e 5 SR AL RS ) T SRS 7R k] 25 A TR AR AR TR, A S 7 ) S b B 36 ik AT T
WA, JRARENEENLAN, 1% 6 K44t A Prob > chi®=0.0000, P /N 0.01. BT LA H [ & 50w 4
BUOREAT SCUERF 5T . R AERMAIZERI B ERIEO T, BFET KK G LUT GRS K
JEEA B E R, R THEZE 0.963 HAE 0.001 KT EEE. QR ANEIMANEHIZENRTIRT, 4
RETRBTFEVE R @K G GUT ISR R R e B W38 IR g, REUSTHER 0.978 HAE 0.001
KA E R BT B IEEEAWL(RBV), A MURR R B IEAT BE ) 2 SR BT IR A o0 . BT R BF R BN
Ak sk 7 H AR B IR ARE S (I KEHE T & . A TR RERARLS), X E S a8 R RIS 45 &
W22 AR EON . FRATREEHE RS R EIR, MFalt BERT Mg e e R AR, X5RKF
SR E e A — 3 B IR BERE S LA PR C E  FRm A PR ROR, AT HESN Al 43 (3 Y 5 3%
7Tt

BEx i g, AR S 5T AR 2 A PR R (0 A M A A R [ R P BN BB R B B ik oA
W, (EHEENECA AL TR 25 5 52 BB A AR = R A A IO AR 4l RIS, R 8 7 A e R Rt S e T Al
BEMFEAR, FEATHEREMTREE AT, BB BNAE A TUA G . A ROE
FE TR AT DU AL S 0 B B8 450 4, 8 AR (S B AL BB AT R R B A b B 25 B 1 0% 4 R
Py BUBERCR B AL T 2 & e B I H N . 5 A& AT S AL, R 5 R E R
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B EEBTT 6, WA G Jel. bl RS T 25 KRR, AMUERER
ORI, & A 5 B A L 388 R SRR, DS A e T ) T R 8 5 R R

Table 6. Regression results of the benchmark model

6. FERBREALER

AR 1)) ®)
WF AT R IEIKE 0.963%*x* 0.978% %
(Dige) (20.96) (35.67)
N o S —0.089%*
(CAP) (—3.49)
R R —0.212%*
(ATO) (-3.94)
TR 0.011%*
(Lev) (5.47)
Al AR 0.634**
(Size) (3.58)
. 0.809%#* —1.260%*
AR (83.85) (-2.22)
Hh X[ 58 R BL syl Eial
P 1] [ 5 R L syl Easil
R2 0.780 0.763
HEABE 500 500

7 FERA LM, *Feel w0 25500 1%, 5% 10%0 82 KT,

4.2. BRI AELE

A UM SIS 56K ] =215 Bootstrap K46 1EAT o 4% v 20 (1) A B H 7 20 0% R 7K P X Al 3R
SRR 3 1R A, 2X(2) A ) A 06 5 - 8 5 JR 7K S A A b A 3 0 ) o % € A B 3R A P R (1) B T
(D)ZAIHLE RN S5 SRR, B 25 R /KT AR SEER  5i B2 (R (R AR RO 2.3, %248 0.98 HLYE 0.001
KPR, R . 2GRS R AT N T T o, BT RORI BRI I A R, ik
DA% S 2 S IB RS QiR XU ROR ORI B AL, BLE s sF IR, K, s
GrEAE L G St Rt TH, MAEEHGIECRE 5 g s, Q)BIALHIENASE R SR, s
RFEAER T AU S S R AR RO R E R R E0 0.035 HAE 0.001 KT B, &R E
AP BRI A TR, W 7 %GR RPN AL TS ENEE AR B, A2 I8 i B 2 3R
5B R R . — 5, BCE RS TE AR B R RS E S HAT s B — 5T, RS
TR NI 5 B A NG, HESh AR B EAR . AR 9T 5 #hlid 3247 bootstrap B
521000 At THH A R, 45 3R 2 7R Bootstrap B A7 [X 8] 27 (] 422 24 BEAE B 407 30% T .35 (0.3959~1.5011),
i 22 158 1E 35 B R PR B2 0T % (-0.0166) , {H B AR5 R PLIE [ % 1 B BN M B AS X A& F
(—0.3698~0.5429), 3 BHE 728 5 6 4 €8 5% R 1) B 432 52 i o P S50 A 1) 58 BE 58 4 ) o 2R Bootstrap K 45
REZREEST, AT A E BT A5 I PR 58 B 5 0 5 AT S R B T A N SR AR R, A
FESEAR TR WIRFRHE A K, & B2 (PR BERH R 08 Ui A L B QU AR 48, DARTH &
FURA . HLHIR I SE SRR, B H R R T A G St e S B R AR H PN 4 E
B YRGB R R S H AR P FIAE SR G5 T AR AR AR IR IR T BRI U RO
RIY IE A B A PR BB R LGB IR B HRSE T ML E S A AAE =R, BN, R SGHIT 7T R R LA 85 L

et B Rt S (0 R R A R K, X SIRATENLH T S 20 1 25 RARVI & o 1B PR BRI 2 4L
FATRM SR O T R A RN A %R, Bk H2 15 25000E.
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Table 7. Mechanism regression results
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Table 8. Robustness analysis regression results
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Table 9. Regression results by heterogeneity of firm ownership
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Table 10. Regression results by heterogeneity of technological intensity

F 10. RREEEFRRMEDHEFER

A ER AR RE AR

o I Tt b ST e 1.214%%* 0.742%%
B4 07 R B IKF(Dige) (7.03) (3.78)
5 i) A Eit kil

i 0.112%* 0.094*

AU (2.28) (1.76)
R 1] [#] 52 R0 8L 5 ) 5
b X[ 72 2N 5l 5 )
FEA SR 160 340

R 0.796 0.736

AhTE: FENOY LR, FeRs ok R ARER 1% 5% 10%H 22 VKT

4.5. AEMRIE

RIS R EOERI R 11 RIREE R, R IME TG TR G5 LT b 3 3 B S i o A7 A Sl 3 1R P A 1 1
e ZITEESRE I B Q) A 5l N — B ()G R BT R ZE D (nw) 5, HRECN 0337 HXf
[ ) Residual Term Significance #:% p {54 0.812, KT 0.1 I EZF KT, RRED GO LE
FAR M ARG E M X R, TR R A8 BT AT KR EAR S 4,
PN A fif R A B T B AT AE I 1) PR SR B & 1R 22 56 i R R 0 2 o [RIR, B 2 00K 1) R E 45
WA G RENIE, #E—BIIE 7T AT IR sl sk a3 B ) 4510 B Faf@ ik

Table 11. Results of endogeneity tests
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