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KA, A

artificial intelligence, big data, and cloud computing, corporate digital transformation has emerged
as a vital engine driving high-quality economic development. As the digitalization process continues
to deepen, profound transformations are occurring in corporate operational models and value cre-
ation methods. Innovation quality, as a core element for enterprises to secure sustainable compet-
itive advantage, is increasingly attracting significant attention from both academia and the business
community. Digital technologies have not only restructured the organization and implementation path-
ways of innovation activities but also opened new avenues for enterprises to enhance innovation
quality. Against the backdrop of accelerating corporate digital transformation, this paper systemati-
cally examines the mechanisms through which such transformation influences innovation quality.
It further analyzes the moderating effects of environmental uncertainty and market concentration,
aiming to provide theoretical insights and practical guidance for innovation management in the dig-
ital era.
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21 HABKR, PONTERE. KSR B ORI A fE o B BUR AR e flk B v e
M, SElRih G ZIEGE, 12020 FEBERAEAN GTInPEdt B A Ml ey AL R TAERERD . 2021
B OMRECTR R BN TR R, ARSI ST, RERCTAT BT R A
K, BEFRTE T ENFURERE) SisE .

SHHFER, AR RO SRR E NS, EBOR S BRI WA T Ak, &
BB AR BOR . BB G 2 4R R . B R RN IR LA 1k IR E S A,
TR MIRGE T A S & SRS T IO A, AT R il BT 5T B A E R

T, AL 2014~2023 AP E L HT A R BE A, B SHIETFTUE, BRI
XTI R AL, 20 AT AL 5 7 A o S 4 PR T S A 23

2. XEER
2.1. M FHERER

AV A R IR 2R T T BRI 28 AR B ek . IR IR B D, BRI
THEILBARMACAE R[] BEJA, 238 s ol 5 NSO BORSE ML 5 AR . 1RTH AR 55 7 K
K RE[2]. BEEARIRAL, BFFCHLM LT BIAS 2T, DOECT R R A B SR SR B 554
5 A RS P ARANEAZ 3] [4]. Verhoef S84 R4 4 N E BAUTAL . AT G 55 e A =
BrE[5]

BUA F 70 32 BER ] =5k I BE A b B s AL e A

B W RS IR — TR 6], EAFE VSR L B S ORAUE & 1) B SCAR Y2 4 %
A3 73 A A b R S5 SR e B A B R G S B U] AR BIOR P R, O RO 2 A T TR 7191 4R PRI
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WH R BHH R AT R, A BRIk A i BTN

FE] A A2 R FH EOR - ZH 27 - A(TOEHESR A s m R 3R . ML NS R BFETEA . N4 #
ARAER[10] LA FRILAERRBIBNII[11]0 A1 IR 28 TER 55 452 AR A R TR R HE BN [ 12] B TR > JL A ) 51
i&[13].

2.2. e BIFIRELSR

P BN B — AN 2 4EME . Hauser BRI, falREERE)1. SRS RIQH DA, HSH
REBEN=ZAZHFE HNE:

BUBTRE S o VAT B R AN SR B8 7= S/ RS BRI RE JI[14]; BB = e g 8 DA IR 51 ik 4
fabrfir e, KGR HARMEMEZ F[15]; CIFr AT 58I S8 SRR 2 173 7 RS2 i kA
RS .

i AR B =2

PR : FHEH, (EARRRE REEH ™= i, TREE: £HIERTE, BAEradE
LRRB SR TR TIER RIS, B TE 2 Atk S B T

SR 2 AT E 4R = 5 T :

BURBUE : BUMANIE S BUSCTREAE 23, (R REAELE “Hr 8N Bn| R “ SRus QIR 7 [16] [17];
MRS EIEAIRFEBURI 18] FEEHEEIE[19]. B R EE[20]55.

2.3. MHERIRTE

DA OB ZhASRE S BB B BE 1 IS SHEat, (EAIAFAE BRI

1) A b BT o & B2 AL AR T, 25908 —, HED KA EE N P A B AT IR
By 2) Btk 5SARYEESSRE IR EE /T AR RAFHRN SRS 3) BUA TIN5
AR THFEAT W (i), S5 1 A I P S Al e A R R i AR AT AR A it — 2D IGE .

2.4. IEIPER,

FATARE RIS th T M5 2 B B S80S B FRAIRI 2 0 9E . B (b e Rl s o 3 THE B35
BRI BT, AT B, A TR K I BT S0 L A FRER I

P YRR Y Al 35 4 D0 SR T SLHIAT FOBA . X DURLO () 5 B (Barney, 1986) [21]. 33 A
YRR R U, B I ETE. AR AR M SR, B R RIR R, AR S A
SAF.

ENASHE B ] Teece ZE3R HI[22], MMM AL A . T M P SN VU LU S X Bl A AL BRI B 70 30
FALEER N VAR T T 2 ST AR R R T R 5T 4, WM Eaisee ), X
SR AR A AT 5 AR T A 7 R R T S I AR
3. ARt
3.1. AREK
3.1.1. ol S A B vt gl 1) R B A S

TERFLFERT, HAHOEANS S TED . B AR A2 B e S i 5, B
BRI AS TR . RS SR AU RE FIBhAG, SRTHIERIRE . T 5 R SRR IEACR, T HESh S AR S R o e
BT . MOTAIEIT IR R RIS . RTFOIHACR . IR QIR A, HETHR e A A5 R . P, A5 S0
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HI: fEHAMRAEAZN, bR o BE T AR & .

3.1.2. RIHEE WM SH~RERBEHHRE

(—) &VHE BT R HR R

MRAEZFCARHE B, (5 BARFR S Ze B AR o R R BF 20 A Aol B . B R e
WHERE B, HPsRastHE S AT betk, AT 1) 8/ B R ML S 07 AL R £ RS, L
PR3 350 1 0] J S0 S5 P A A7 T RS M TSR O ARAT s 2) G B2 B SR 2 e, HL o R 4t
NSk B WS QUGBS 3. 2 THE BT BRI 3R T8 I AR e B A st BEAT M R AN EEASE, 38 AR X 6t
BOMEEERE R, SRR, Hmfestaly. Bk, ARl .

H2: (EHAM SR AT, b e A e R R 3R 2 tH 5 S T Bk BE T 1Y 08 1 L AH B

(Z) B, RS S eEIH R E

BRI BE 8 5 0 Al A B BEUR AN BE T M A, AR BB R, m R AR A R
e R BT AU, o Al o IR ™ KU, ) AR RO b o A0 BRIV ARG, AT 486 58 s 5 B B T 00T
RIRT RStk AP HORK AR OV R IERIE R TRk, AT B E AR S PR AR 1R IS, JFH.
FE5E T AV PRI, BRAR T Al AR B XU o IXANOUHES A QB MR R, 3D flk ke
Rft TEEh .
BT, B A — E R L b AT DU e A A A b PR A DR 3 T AT R 2 4R T Al B
BT UAER T, ASCER 0T R
H3: (EHAM R AEANERIS,  Ailb B b e 3 o AR ™ XURS HE TR 3G 5 17 BB B .

3.1.3. MEFHEMSHHEPENBTHE

(—) BT, FBAHE S MLAIFRE

AT AR — P RGP, RS BAXIFR . T A E v, B2 T Re ki
W BTHAT BRI AT, TSI AL BIRT . Rt  FREEANH i 11 R e M) 95 250 e 0T B3 o
R IE AR .

HF b, AR MR

Ha: FEHAREAFAARING, =24 b 1 e S vt R P 58 A 1 5 P IS U0 ) e L 80 A e 2R 0 ol 10 o
R IE [ 20 o

(D) N HAALFER, TS RS MR E

AR (LN Fa Bt ki, Ml T b4 i) 0 MUE (i BB, BE SR HICSE ARUE BRI . e 4R
o T 37 T A Aol 3 A S S R U AR SRR S AR SZRE ), RESCEE B AL TP AR IO v U
QBTN RN, 22 A7 A T GFT SR R, S5 1 QDB s OB S k. Rk, s
JEE T e 5 A B A 2R o B R P i A

U, AR MR

H5: (EHA AR, Al frab AT W i i s 4 v B (B ah R Bl g, 2 3 5 Al Ky A e R
Al B 5 4 IE R

3.2. WA MBERIE

AL 2014~2023 FEr E A I BT AAE A A . B S 1) HIFR ST STk,
2) SIERERATIFEAR; 3) BIBRAH BRI IREA s 4) XTTE ESAR AT 1%5 99% 551 B 46 Ak
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33. TEENX

33.1. ERTE
NAIFT R EACQ): KA Mk i AL E R R S IE B AR T &, AT In— B BUb 3, Pk
LR EIPE . ERHYE R E.

33.2. BETE
B FAER(DT): 2% ZAWfE, RASCRSE, M TREGE. KREdE. =ib5. X
FBFEARN A, FEECETT A B WA A DS BRI, T 5 B E SR B i AR AR

3.33. PAEE

(—) 27HE BT M (CompAcct)

2% De Franco S5 7715[23], HETAES: 16 MR EIR TSRS EL, HEAIL 51T
P A A TR 4 A 1R 22 5 DA 222 S 008 (B 1R~ X B8R R BB el Bt H R b B BOR 2s T EE M B

(Z) B= R R #(O-Risk)

iZFa P8 B Ohlson #2 i, WL LRG T =Ml . WA HisHEAREZACHI 5748 &, A%l
VAR = AT R, R A E XS B A T .

3.34. FBHTE

(—) FEAHEHEE)

SRS TTE24], THEIE £ 5 FENN bR AEZE SIER EE, 5 3R&4T A% (EU_O)
MZATNIFE(EU N)FIFER

() THEFPEALD

K Eh A HE B (Lerner Index)iE AT 5, S M AN & A 5 1 bR AR HOf IS FERE,  FH AR AIE T 3 22 I 34
JIEE FHIR VL
335 FHTE

FH T 2410 9% T Al B A 37 RO T Aol B3 o3 = 52 o [ B 9 T R B, AR A A, SCE
ANCLUFfEm AR &, DAR R SERF 7 MRS B . AR, S5-Il ai e, B iR . S E 2 Rl T
FEG. FRAESE R . AN R IA . PR, ST

HARAR B N 1 R

Table 1. Variable definition table
F=1. TEENER

B et AR TR ARV
B R B A A5 ICQ DAL R 5 IEHUE AN
R S R | DT A AEFR H A DB T A B B 1A AT e B Ak B
SHE BT ek AC (I ZOIEE Vg iR S L
AR N N
T 7 IR 2R 3 O-risk 18 F &5 (OB 7 XU 2R 80
EU O KT\ IEE R IR A 2 1
WA E FREEANH & 1 B
EU N ZAT MV VR PR B AN o 1k
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Yk
A v A LRSS Iu W
Size Al A K B 7 (1) AR 4
R ROA Al (R B AT 8 B 5
B A i % Lev Al AR R S A5 5 R B i bU AR
BRI Msh ER| AR = PN S 4= ]
P A GLVAEE A ] Indep SRV YR o ISP =R ]
PR o T AOT TR = WEL 1, AIUEL O
YIRS oS A EANE L, BIECO
PIERE— DUAL CEO FIHEFAGAEM 1, A 0.
H5 T BIG4 COC SN G )
L SOE Ak JE T E A LI 1, AE 0
3.4. ERGE

3.4.1. E[EVFER
AT BB HT, AR SO 32 2008 1 ] RR: [RHE R, =) s :
ICQ,, =a,+ ﬁODT,.J + ;/OControli’t Yt @9)]

3.4.2. ANHB RS RIGIER

N BGUEA S HIEE H2 H3 Fl H4, A S HEIE BRI £ 45(2014) AL [25], MIEE T HHA 2N i%
R, 4nERQ2)~(4) TR

ICQ,, =, + DT, , + y,Control,, + u, +y, + ¢, 2)
Medium,, = &, + DT, + y,Control,, + u, +y, +¢&;, 3)
ICQ,, =a, + B,DT,, + y,Medium,, + 5,Control,, + 4, +v, +¢,, “)

3.4.3. FEHHRRE
T BAEA SR H5 A1 H6, AR SCRE Al 807 (e (D) 5 1 15 22 B3R BN E PE(EU) AT L 42
HEE(ILD) 73 AR A I, K AT A : [B R N AR R AT R 06, A al(5) T :
ICQ,, = a; + B,DT,, + y;Mod, , + 6,DT xMod,, +§,Control,, + u; +y, + ¢, 5)

(D~ i A ¢ 73 HRER AN FEEy, 1CQ AH AR A E MBI i &, DT N EH b AR
J, Mod N4 &, Control MR HIAR G, w AATVLE E RN, w N ] E 2 RN, & Rz
ZET,
4. SCIFRIE
4.1. RSt

AR FEREARA S 15,830 MWIME . FIRMES T ERGE 2), M EIHT R EJACQ)IME N 3.640, IniEE
AN 1.554, RPEMIAGIHFEEREE. FHERODBMEN 1.669, FEAARKTHETHE A 8] 2 Br
Ko MBIARMEFEEER, NTHEAE. KEIE. miFE. XEBEMBUTER N 515 5 508 0.452. 0.099.
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0.629. 0.685 F1 1.116, BLHAFEE AR HEEE AN . 8 I71H, IR, 57 7GR % 01

ST SCHR— 2, FEARRAE BAT AR

Table 2. Descriptive statistics results

2. ERMGITER

VARS
ICQ
Al
BD
cC
BC
ADT
DT
Size
Lev
ROA
Msh
Indep
AOT
oS
DUAL
BIG4
SOE

15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830
15,830

Mean
3.640
0.452
0.0990
0.629
0.685
1.116
1.669
22.70
0.432
0.0330
9.719
0.377
0.982
0.613
0.239
0.0740
0.404

p50

3.526

0.693
1.386
22.50
0.427
0.0330
0.339

0.364

SD
1.554
0.840
0.403
1.017
1.020
1.171
1.435
1.369
0.191

0.0690
15.91
0.0580
0.134
0.487
0.426
0.262
0.491

Min

0.693

0
0
18.37
0.00900
—1.240
0
0

S o o o o

Max
10.43
5.460
4.635
5.403
5.814
5.964
6.306
28.70
1.037
0.759
89.18

0.800

4.2. MRS
Z eI R ILE 3, S BFEROTN LA R EJICQERA B 1L

=
s

Wi o FE4% )4

5T AN JG, DT &E0H 0202 (p <0.01); IMAEEERZEE, KEAMRE 0.172 (p<0.01), H7J

SCRE TRV HL. $EHIAR R TR, AL, mEEANE . PERE —

v A R DY K R R

B EAT LR, B GRS TR R R . A R2 N 0.172 $2THE 0.361,
KR EARAABORNPART), BOdiniat.

Table 3. Results of multiple linear regression

3. BEMEAER

(1) 2)
VARS
ICQ ICQ
0.202*** 0.172"*
DT
(24.25) (22.90)
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gk
Controls YES YES
3.303"" —9.532™"
Constant
(184.67) (—40.16)
Year & Ind YES YES
Observations 15,830 15,830
R-squared 0.172 0.361

VE: 1)"p<0.1, “p<0.05, “p<001; 2) FESHNNt .

43. BEMREE

N REE B RafE, AL S H R FEEQ2N) T VE[9], R SCA o b B B M 5071 i B 3 b
(DIGL_text) AT P A I0 . S5 U055 4 BoR, BiBAn /e HE AR Y oo Qi i =10 RECN 0.232, IR AFEHIAR
BRPREE 0121, HIFE 1%AK°F B3, FRIGIE T 5L FE R G5 R M E i . EEEEN
K&, SRADEINE i e, B AR E M (R ETTE 0.269), 11275158 5 G4 4 [ At
TSR M I ) o S A 3 o A TRUAALRRE T3 (RPN 28.9% 3T 52 53.9%, 7% BHHTHE b G T 4 1 i S i & 10 6 7R 1)
BUBRON, #ZOaEiERafdnl 4

Table 4. Regression results for substitute independent variables

4. BHRETEDEL

(1) 2)
VARS
ICQ ICQ
0.232"" 0.121™*
DIGI _text
(23.30) (14.76)
Controls YES YES
3.253™ -11.965™"
Constant
(166.02) (—56.23)
Year & Ind YES YES
Observations 15,830 15,830
R-squared 0.289 0.539

FE: 1)'p<0.1, “p<0.05, *p<001I; 2) FHEEHH 4.

4.4. PAYN

4.4.1. DAHFHER, ST ESTHHYESELSFRE

Wz s piw, B R (DTN &HE B ek (AC) B A B2 (e #:1E FH (8 = 0.000, t = 3.05), i
SxiHE BT Le ik 4R TF B TR AL T LB R B ICQ): 24 AC 1A A B IR 5, HEH RS
15 11.669 (t=9.40). MK, DT X ICQ [ EHMMNANREFRE (B =0.170, t = 22.73), (HAHEIEAE (S =
0.172) F B 11.6%, B THE BT M REER o R AER, ZEARRIE T A SCHIE % H2. X—HLHIE T
B R R I 2545 EAn il : A @Ed BT T B g — b ECRE MRS, B E
RESEABUEVEAS BB 0 H I 25 rTAT M, D5 BB S B0 SR FC B L, AT T 0137 2R .

DOI: 10.12677/wer.2026.151001 8 HARLFIRR


https://doi.org/10.12677/wer.2026.151001

Table 5. Regression results for the stepwise testing model of mediating effects (AC)
5. PNHEZELSRERBLIER(KITHERTEEM)

1) ®)) (3)
VARS
ICQ AC ICQ
0.172** 0.000™" 0.170™"
DT (22.90) (3.05) (22.73)
11.669™"
YES YES YES
Controls
4.01) (-1.75) (4.15)
—9.532"" 0.021™" —9.776""
Constant
(—40.16) (13.76) (—41.05)
Year & Ind YES YES YES
Observations 15,830 15,830 15,830
R-squared 0.361 0.308 0.364

FE: 1)'p<0.1, “p<0.05 "p<0.01; 2) FEEHHtH.

4.4.2. RABFHER, WEREEHSELSIHRE

16 BRI, BT T I 25 A A MV AR U o (ELE 55 XS 2 ) S 25 7 [ £ I s A oL«
e A e R m A A B B B R 2 e G R LR, ORI R B N SR LR e 1) I 55 TR B
JEH gAY, AR AT BB 7 S WAL RESR A T 2 XU, 3 S G T AT 8 < T 2R T B

Table 6. Regression results for the stepwise testing model of mediating effects (O-risk)

= 6. PAMRZRSRIER EIVALERER ™~ KIS F )

VARS )] (2 (3)
ICQ O-risk ICQ
0.172*** -0.013" 0.171**
DT (22.90) (-1.75) (22.85)
(4.01) (1.52) (4.03)
Constant —9.532" 3.105™ —9.457"*
Controls YES YES YES
Year & Ind YES YES YES
Observations 15,830 15,826 15,830
R-squared 0.361 0.708 0.361

FE: 1)'p<0.1, “p<0.05, *p<001; 2) FHEHH 4.

4.5. PV

4.5.1. FEAHEY. EUBFHERSEIFHR
ARG IRE IR B8 AN R R RN ﬂiﬁﬂnﬁﬁiTiﬁ?ﬂc%m SIREEAH E PRI AT I . 25 2R LA 7,
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REATIHEE(EU_O DT) 54T ILIARE(EU_N_DT) A Fe I R L5371 8—-0.198 F1-0.024, 3TE 1%7KF 1
BE . XY E M A 5008 R B RO R AR T REN SO WA ER, RIS
PEBR T, e AR RO GRS R P BRES . ETENLHRIZE T, BRI PR A b BE R 43 i
) T S IR R, T R4 BRI R AN . R BT T M5 B AR FERE 77, (HAMTEREER)
JZL B ST 2 ) 55 HAH KA BN . X — RBLEME T “IREEE X T)81” Hig,

Table 7. Regression results for moderating effect test model (EU & ILI)
= 7. TR IREREYALEREU & ILD)

(1 2 )

VARS

ICQ ICQ ICQ
0.173™" 0.173""* 0.170""
DT
(23.03) (23.06) (22.72)
—0.198""
EU O DT
(—3.53)
—0.024""
EU N DT
(—4.44)
0.864™"
ILI DT
(7.22)
Controls YES YES YES
Constant —9.536™" —9.541™" —9.579"*"
Year & Ind YES YES YES
Observations 15,830 15,830 15,830
R-squared 0.361 0.362 0.363

H: D) 'p<0.1, “p<0.05, *p<0.01, 2) FHSHNt1H,

4.5.2. fTIERHE, SAHALRBSEIFHRE

AWHFCR e BT BT R, SRR 7 I3)EoR, B 5T S N A R I A £k
N 0.864 (p<0.01), FRUTIHEA LT 1 BAL, vk ROu G137 5 & Ak F 4595 82.6%. HAR
FINUHIAE T2 e iy b 8 v 2 B0 2o 5 0 R B R X 22 v OB R AR DR AL B T RO o Sk Aol A £ 5 v M)
FONB TR SR MRS E B &S0, RN T30 %5 0 BRAR T G3HT BRI AEATs (0 XUS: e aBf  ll F Fe 5
VEGURT. RSN I R B S b B R A ) B 2 BT, HE P EE T ANA LS S T i A
JBORAEHL

4.6. RS

4.6.1. TUER

AT FCALAT A ST o AR, R FEAS SR AR 8. RIS A e B0 G B o & (1 5 A2 AE 2 3547l
FRE. X—ZRTFEIRT =070 #EKYEAE T RG S B HORGEER G, G S Bl S
GARM T 2R H A% A BN VI [F] 75 SRAE A5 807 AL R S 25 A R A 8 A 7 (K 3 [ i ol =2 %2
B e R (R A A BOR AN, I T B ARGE AR o X 3 B 3 MV PR 7 Ml AR A8 G e A A e Y R
B RIBIH AR T
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Table 8. Heterogeneity analysis—industry background & ownership structure
F 8. FERMAHT—ITIE R MER

(1 (2) 1 2
VARS
IFC=0 IFC=1 SOE=0 SOE=1
0.038™ 0.143™ 0.149*"" 0.220""
DT
(2.16) (15.67) (6.34) (5.60)
Controls YES YES YES YES
—10.008"* -12.957** —9.042"* —9.985™"
Constant
(—24.77) (—52.30) (-8.23) (-9.38)
Year & Ind YES YES YES YES
Observations 4483 11,346 9434 6395
R-squared 0.523 0.540 0.334 0.410

FE: 1)'p<0.1, “p<0.05 "p<0.01; 2) FEEHHtH.

4.6.2. FERUMER

SRR B S B PR BT A SR LR 8, R A Al A P e B KT 613 o A e R S 2 v
FTAREA Al — 22 57 E BT = M RS EAA A S e AN AR B R IR, RE
s ST e DRSS PR BRI T A 5 R 5577 M ISR PR v ) o8 L B 5 A TR X TR <8 ST RF T 43Rt 36 58%)5
[ I A il B3R R IR A R AL, R BARIR R A TR IS, IR U5
7 R R B ) B 22 S 2 R T A T P BT A

5. &g
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