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Abstract

The development of artificial intelligence technology in China primarily commenced following the
emergence of deep learning networks in 2006 and has since been consistently advanced. Empiri-
cally, the total factor productivity of manufacturing enterprises has shown an increase concomitant
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with the growing application of artificial intelligence technology subsequent to the advent of deep
learning networks in 2006. Currently, amidst a new wave of scientific and technological revolution,
the direct impact of artificial intelligence technology on the total factor productivity of manufactur-
ing enterprises is substantial. This study predominantly investigates the influence of artificial in-
telligence technology on the total factor productivity of manufacturing enterprises through a dual
fixed effect model. The research findings indicate that: 1) Artificial intelligence technology exerts a
positive and significant influence on the total factor productivity of manufacturing enterprises; 2)
Geographically, within the eastern region, Al technology demonstrates a more pronounced impact
on the total factor productivity of manufacturing enterprises.
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MCEFF UG, E A iR . FRIE &Y AR ELE M 1990 4E[1) 2.7% (SRR U B
FEE] 2007 17 13.2% (JE TS =) 2010 FFRE GliE M Rt E i — DI m 2] 19.8%, BRJE TS
—o ZJa, BEE R G K E A, SIREIR, B E ] LG e th A 2012 £E11) 16.98
Jife e maE| 2021 4E 1) 31.4 Jifdot; #E 2022 45, FEAH T INE SR8 T 40 JifLoe Rk,
i GDP LLEIAF] T 33.2%, Hrp#liE GG 5 GDP thE ly 27.7%. F [ 1 3 b AR LE w s 1] 3 b 45
BORWT IR, Blan: BReIRIR A k. BT RN AR, N E S SR, )
REZFSRERE, REmRELZEHIMERR LS 1 T ERTTE1].
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KRR RE AR B bRa 4 H#nmI S . (E57 8 1RA T, WA R83b K S 8055 31 17
SR B IR B DA R AT AR WS /KT e X LR B EESRIE I, 57 8 AW A Bk, X A5 VR 24K 5 2 %
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BT B DG A A, SRR 2 AR SR IRV S, TR B AR AR AR i AR B R R OCBERA,
T CAFR I 38 bk b T A BRI A BE 1 PR [4] . ShAh, PN bS5 ) B X phRESMERFR,
BE— G0 T B bR A e 5], H AT, FRE BTG AR A BRI A H A AR 5, (RS
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2. REMESTRIA
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Table 1. All variable descriptions and descriptive statistics in this article

*= 1 AXFATERM SRR

AR R & X i

A op LT K OP VA0 4 B A

BB Al AT Log(A T4 IS A Bid + 1)
Ln_age A AEES WCYEFEND — BROLER + L)X EE
Ln_reg Ak A B Al S 5% 7 o U
Lev B g A IR 2
Growth et (*Eﬁﬁfig%égf*gﬁﬁy

A Rate EA K% N I TR ONE
Topl 85—l A R L 85— MR IR 54 TR
Board A S WS 2 2 SRS

FE5E QM. (WUEM T + ARt £

IR A
Tq Bihle BRIV + 5B ) P

3. SEUEST#R
3.1. RS

ARSCX G SRR AR B (OP) A% AR R B (AN LU T #E il AR B AT TR tEgeit, BknI L R4 2.
SRER, BALEFNEAZ 15918, AR AFESRMEN, HEA A LRI R HE, 7F
A EEE R PR HR RTINS R, 55— KB AR RRI L) (Top) FH48 B AL 2 (T I 9 AN 4 il 28 5 (1) b v
ZEHRT 1, 500N 14.243 F1 1.298; I H A UL (Ln_reg) F17E N $8 4 2R (Rate) 1 5 4™ 92 il 45 & [ b
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Table 2. Describe the statistical table

2. kgt R

TR AATR WG P bk w/ME PN
Bz f R AL £ (OP) 15918 6.710 0.787 4.964 8.812
OB AL B (AL 15918 0.614 0.979 0 3.989
b 4E#Y (Ln_age) 15918 1.267 0.147 0.477 1.748
Al AR (Ln_reg) 15918 3.466 0.484 2.307 4,781
B U (Lev) 15918 0.423 0.188 0.066 0.899
Ak iK1 (Growth) 15918 0.149 0.288 -0.264 2.084
BN IE K 2 (Rate) 15918 0.191 0.478 -0.667 2.951
H— RIR R LA (Topl) 15918 34.217 14.243 9.032 73.186
2> HI (Board) 15918 2.132 0.187 1.609 2.639
B2 (Ta) 15918 2.025 1.298 0 8.587

3.2. B EEIT

Table 3. Benchmark regression analysis results

3. FEREASREER

AR L 1 (OP) 57 2 (OP)
Al 0.055™* 0.047"
(6.02) (5.49)
Ln_age - 0637~
-a9 (3.19)
Ln_size - 0.138™
= (2.46)
0.156™*
Lev - (8.83)
-0.020
Growth - (-1.63)
0.181™
Rate - (2.50)
0.126™*
Topl - 2.72)
0.003™*
Board - (2.60)
0.004
Tq - (0.74)
" 6.347 4.684"
BRI
A (407.68) (17.00)
Al [ 72 RN = =
AT M [ 72 Rz = &
PseudoR2 0.0505 0.1943
LE 15918 15918

e 35 BAMEN t G TR REUE 1% ERE, TR T REUE 5%K-F LR, SRRl R
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12 3 (AR 1 N AN ) AR B P S At SO0 [ S SRR A, TR AR 2 T DA N A AR S R X
SERNREY . SRS RAR ], AIMAFEHIAR R, N TR BEANKREAE 1%KKF EIER HE 2, Y12
EH T AER — R R B T ST, N R S 20 SR il Aolk i 4 BER AR P R R A AE
MM . AR R, AR GE(AN RET SRIAONIER, JFHIERAE 19%0) 83 VK il
R TREIG, I I AR R N I BOA U O AR AR B (AN S Bl THE RO AT 5 AL KT, (T
WA ST TE 45 R R fE i«
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TR A EE RETTEENE, ASORES SHIESS REEAT R MEAR B0 . AR (R VA6 5 B ST 1
BRI R AE IETH B P RER 7).
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Table 4. Replace the dependent variable—total factor productivity of the enterprise

T A BREBERTE—OUVHNEERESE

Apg KU1 (LP) AR 2 (LP) 7 3 (OLS) %Y 4 (OLS) Hi%! 5 (FE) #i%ld 6 (FE) %! 7 (GMM) #i% 8 (GMM)

Al 0.078™  0.047  0.088™" 0.043™  0.094™ 0043  0.050" 0.047"
(7.42) (5.54) (7.62) (4.96) (7.86) (4.83) (5.89) (5.73)
L ace 0.543" 0.704" 0.720" 0571
a9 2.77) (3.05) (3.07) (2.65)
L size 0.806" 1165 1317 0.073
- (15.04) (19.17) (21.33) (1.35)
Lev 0.163" 0.153" 0.152"* 0.155"
(9.17) (7.49) (7.33) (8.85)
~0.021" ~0.019 ~0.019 -0.022"
Growth (~1.76) (~1.54) (~1.51) (-1.89)
Rate 0.116 0.241" 0.263" 0.067
(1.62) (3.14) (3.38) (0.95)
Tonl 0.113" 0.131" 0.136" 0.102"
P (2.47) (2.80) (2.87) (2.36)
Board 0.003* 0.003"* 0.003"* 0.003"*
(2.73) (2.17) (2.07) (2.80)
T 0.008 0.005 0.004 0.014™
g (1.35) (0.79) (0.58) (2.51)
sy 802477 4265 10358 515077 11088™° 5267 5387 4,087
mECR (479.40) (1573)  (604.87) (1656)  (612.68)  (16.78)  (409.70) (14.13)
/\\ ’_'_’
Eé;;“:- i i R i i i R R
/4_\J_k P
PIE 2 R 2 2 2 2 2
PseudoR2  0.0371  0.5404 0.032 0.6412 00302  0.6742 0.0505 0.1293
FURIELED 15918 15918 15160 15160 15160 15160 15160 15160

VE: 155 BAMEN t SR RSN REUE 1%/K°F R, RIS REUE 5%k LR, SRR R

7E 10%7/KF F &2 .
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FHEMME, R LP L. GMM k. OSL VAR K FE VA S HTIN G Al 4 BE 3 AR 77 X A i br 0T EAT R
PERG[8]. A ER R R AL BB MR O N, N REXT 3G Ml Al 4 B AR 7= R R I 2 IE 1) HLA2
FHH, U Z AT RS R AT 5, e knEd, SR

AR 1, BERY 3, MR 5 AR 7 3B 7RI AR R ([l S5 R, B 2, B 4,
R 6 AIRER 8 VAR 7 AN AIZHIAL R i RA A R . 4R EoR, B SRR, T s
THENE AN A R A F, RO E N TR (AN T REEST T B R, JF HIERAE
1% ER 2, DA A] DAE— S0k B R HE [ )9 25 A T S

332. AIZEREENHEE

H AT 2EAR I N TR e OB el ], #0033 U N TR et il il alin &
R RL o TIWHLER N, T LA AT AR & AR 43 55 3h J1 R Bg m ik i 2B =&k . Rk, AR5
WM TALE N A B R, 23 T BRI EE 21 & 7159, A H o [ 5 b bl fi Il i Tl L as
NBIER(AILL), DLk 53 B A i N TR REACE . BRI AR Q)W T

L, .
Al 1=in|—1 Ru )
Industry; L,

o, i FoRiligk R EARAT L, §RRIZHEE L A AN E AL L BT E S LAY G AL HLES A
BIBIE, Industry; FRAEFE AN (2010 £E)LE i ATk B TEE AL ReloR i 470 E t SRk 57
T8 E, LiRamEiEPEN (2010 4) i kral i T8 E.

Table 5. Replace the dependent variable 1—robot penetration
5 BMWEBTE 1 —WRANSEE

Bl B 1 (OP) B 2 (OP)
0.001* 0.001*
AlL (2.09) (1.96)
Ln_age 0.615™
-a9 (3.04)
Ln_size 0.153™
- (2.71)
0.156™*
Lev (8.78)
-0.019
Growth (-1.56)
0.194™"
Rate (2.65)
0.135™*
Topl (2.90)
0.003*
Board (2.37)
0.004
T 0.77)
it el 6.345™ (398.57) 4.640"" (16.57)
AN ] 52 RRE 2 2
A7 M 52 RBE P P
PseudoR2 0.0467 0.2015
LA 15918 15918

e S EMENt SR TR REAE 1%K T LR, THRRET RBIE 5%K T LB, SRRt R
1E 10%/KF 5%
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R5 AT AT ENE GRS R. GREH, TRESIAZENZE, ZOfrL
(ALY REHAE 5% /KT E& 29 IE, X BN TR RE R i s it — 2B e m gk Ak
Eot- 5 et SN RINE AR VEECE ST G

BN, B 2 A G Ml A Ml PR B T AR T AR T RE R AR E s DR — FBLRERS [ 1%
NTLERER Y, HBCF R B, By X —febefE— 8 b nl DU T il A
WA T HGEN SO HET, B e AIRE, N THRECRI TS, AXEELSH T
P NS ik, B e AR CEERHEAY) o RARSEM M TR [10], X R (AR K
PHAR DI HEBA . KYERA . N TR BRI E FHAIZE H)76 M X “Hrb” it 7 40t
THEH A 2 — R RR B (AIL2) B dar s FLUk, ASCRYE (M SHZe5E) ol 5= IR 455 12
X PR RE (LR R s BUAUE B R SE . B r BRI A REIE)99 A% “Hv b ” i At
TG 1], THE AL MR BE (AILS) I dhs s RS, XN B BEFR ARV E AR
SO R AT ) B AR B H AT (B 0 A, ELAAR R [ R 45 2R LR A1 (3) A B (4) -

Table 6. Replace the dependent variable 2—degree of digitization
6. BMWARTE —RFUEE

Bl 7Y 1 (OP) 171 2 (OP) %71 3 (OP) %71 4 (OP)
0.002"** 0.002"**
Al_2 (3.65) (3.20)
0.001*"* 0.001***
AlL3 - - (4.48) (3.58)
L age 0.627" ) 0.634™
-ag (3.12) (3.14)
L size 0.145™ ) 0.139"
— (2.58) (2.45)
Lev 0.156" ) 0.155"
(8.81) (8.79)
-0.019 -0.019
Growth (-1.58) ) (-1.58)
0.187" 0.188"
Rate (2.56) - (2.59)
0.126™ 0.126™
Topl 2.73) - 2.72)
0.003"* 0.003"*
Board - (2.46) - (2.48)
T ] 0.004 ) 0.004
4 (0.76) (0.76)
" 6.351™" 4677 6.342" 4,682
R T
REIR (408.58) (16.80) (399.16) (16.68)
Al [ 7 RN & 3 3 3
AT M [ 7 RN 2= = & &
PseudoR2 0.0517 0.2020 0.0514 0.1972
LA 15918 15918 15918 15918

W FESEMEN t GiHE; BRI REAE 1%K T EEE, TR RBAE 5%k LR, "SRRI R
7E 10%7/KF - B2 .
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72 6 VLB, B BCEGE I N TR R AR AR B, IR IR BT, O MR AR B (AL F1 AL_2)
(1 R AL 1%/KF FRFE NI, BPREGIE A R g, HeBERA R Bz itm, X
AT 5680 7 R T N TR RE R il A, LB AR B AR R v, AT i bl b Aol A B 3 A 7=
R EA —E R R, 2 PAE s 7 N TR e T )3 b Al 4> 38 AR 7= 2R 1 1 T 5% M A L =] )5
g5 AR

3.4. REMRLE

FEREAE DAL FR A, P REAFFEE B AR BB IR B 1 ) R SR O R B L, IO R BRSO R 45
B EE RS Rk, ASCITEARH T EAR BPOREM N AR @ ek, AxsE T8
HAMIEE, AL EREEMR N TR E, M BR /N ZRIEQ2SLS) RIAE ot &b i
B AT BEAFAE I P9 AR PR )R [12] o N T BB 5 R B0 R0 B B3R I )i Al it R S 1 Ak (9 1 =
QIFTRE 1. —MekUL, B EQUHTRE IR S )R A A A RE N G ) s # AL, A
UEFRATRT UKl A N T e BRI E 8 TR, N THMRZE, BATEEEREEN 1 FE
X

B2 7 AT, O MRE R T HARE Y W6 RITE 1%M/KF LREFENIE, B E ARG
P, I HEEREES TA TP 55 T RS MZEN 0%, F—UGER T A SCEEAERA R
CIEAE

Table 7. Instrumental variable test table
#z7 TEATERTER

PR 1 A 2
Bl
Al v
THRAS SRR — i Bt
Inin 0.059
(6.38)
T AT AR S — B
n - e
AN AR Bl bliku
T R TR Bliibus Bliku
§5 T BAR BRI i $iBu
S 2 A i $iBu
P A & 2 2
Al [ 5 208 5 5
A7l 5 0 5 7
WLIE 13773 13773

W FESEMEN t GiHE; BRI REAE 1%K T EEE, TR RBAE 5% K LR, "SRR RE
7E 10%7/KF &2 .

4, H—LHHR
e, AT N HER A7 B R FF R AT, AR SCMRR TR 505 7 S Ry, R AR 4 AR
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PR ARIE = KRR, BRI T4 8. B 1 AR 2 B 7R 1 78 ZR 0k DRI m 7 s b X Fry ) il
AMVFEA DS R, A 3 WS R T AEZRACB X S A AR RS R . 2R BN, AfliEk A
VA 2R 4 DR o G i XA, AR AR B (AN I R B IE 7] BLAE 19 R9/K-F LR35, T 24 il i lb A
WAEZRICHBIX I, RO R AR B (AR REON B2 . WK LT E, AHORT o G it X A N 8 e T 2
TE ) F T b Aol 4 BEE AR P AR 4 v, 0 AR Bt DXON T8 B S0 P o 3 b il 4= B3R A 7 R 4R T
WIS AN 2 1o (B MGEMARE E Lo, N TR RS i 3 s i b R S0 8 2R 30 3 (X028 K 7
HIX, X B A X SR AE SRR A0 . IR XA A S SE SR K R B ERE /TS5 %, 2
W AA R,

Table 8. Regression analysis from the perspective of geographical location

8. MHbIR{E M AR EIISHT

B3 144 1 (OP) 154 2 (OP) 154 3 (OP)
Al 0.048™ 0.039™ 0.064
(4.86) (2.15) (1.07)
i iy s
il A & 2 2
WH L) R2 0.1983 0.1768 0.1359
SDIE 10409 4789 720
e WS ERMEN t G E; TTRRGIT R 1%KT LEE, CRRMI R %K T LEE, ol &3
£ 10%7K-F L 23

5. fIRGRERRE

ASCYCEE 7 2010 £F2 2022 P E T2 F) AR, Al AR A R N T RE ] AN ) L A
WA AR ASCWETESE RIRE IR 28—, ASORBUN TR RE g LAl iy 4 B A 77 R
A8 F R r g, If BIXAS s 1 2 07 AR R g X Ul g A S N R R A
AT LGB A 2, 3R R T RRRERE, I8 AT DL mi B T a7 224k, B DR AT PRI A
Atz OsEgRe ). 5, ASOAMBRAE MR . SERERY, N LR RS Mkl 4 B3R 7= 2 1)
FRTHERT, ZR S M DA b G F b R O IE, ARAEHLOR EE3E, JF BLRFRHBIX (R 520 oK T o v e X
R 2 5 B EA R X R 22 F R AT . N A B DU BUR SCRF S R AU« R, BOURF RN
KA N TR BERARW AR BB, SCRFWI QI AT TN, HESD R BRI LT+

ASCATBEAFAE LU R LA T : 35—, AP 8E EERIE T ER %, S fdnmeg, K
N HETEA 2023 F I EHE, FTLAARSCE WA T 2010 4% 2022 4= Hp [E A Al EE . i HAEREE
DAFERR I IIBR, FrUMEA RS D, XA REEA SCIIES R AEI 4 R . 55—, A3
S BRI AT T2 R B ER A B A A, SRS B, RN TR RE S M Ak e B A P R R R IR 2
ROCRAEARRIIBE TP . 55 =, ASCHRE 7N TR REXT il il Al 4 B A ™ A 1) BN,
ARRAT CLIE LI A A A2 Bl 1 AR Rt — D I X — IR s LA

SE 3K
[ ik HFLFH R T ERE R A 50D [ (i3 st b3y, 2022.
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