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Abstract

In recent years, the importance of technological innovation has become increasingly prominent.
Innovation is not only the soul of an enterprise, but also an important force to economic develop-
ment for a country. Based on the panel data of China’s Shanghai and Shenzhen A-share listed
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companies from 2015 to 2021, this paper studies the impact of external audit quality on enter-
prise innovation efficiency from the perspective of corporate governance and information trans-
mission function of external audit. The empirical results show that high-quality external audit
promotes enterprise innovation efficiency by improving the transparency of accounting informa-
tion and the impact of audit quality on enterprise innovation efficiency is more significant in
state-owned enterprises. This conclusion enriches the theory of external governance and signal
transmission in capital market at this stage and provides relevant suggestions for improving the
efficiency of enterprise technological innovation.
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1. SIS FXEEE

BAWT, BEFRBCE IR, ARSI RO ISR QIR BRSNS A
A J] SRR R, S [ [ SR R S S i HY R oK 20 SEBORBIFTIG o E KRG 52 S0 e i A2 . %
RITKE AR IR 3 *har . ARE L T A Z MRZIRISENT, O A5 Al R8Ok e i) L 2
VAL

ML BIHNE S BAE BB, — R AR AN FACBORT BRI dh, - AR A fh it A T 18
HEEEM AN A . BORGUHT KA B i REVE B 58 s T B e B 12, B3E— R VNES), il
RRHBL DRSO A . BRI IRA TN AT R R A BT RE S, AR ER
BN, I EEH SIS BB S s . XS T AL I BETRE ST, N SCHR 2 B BOE AR RN B B
BNGEWMNZ A B &, ARMESRIE R B A BRI TUR, KEITER BT REA
SRS ZVEEE IR A BRI AR QT R I8 3R os A IR NN Rt 7 2 A EE A, B3R AR 1Y
WA DS HE R, UEAD KBRS E L R, 2R Qs e 1 o8, FrblASC
TR BRI, DLAERA I S Al BT RE

Al Ay E A B B, HBIHTEE I R R — BRI E R h.  H AT I 2 A
b AR ATk A B SR F AT A T i v ek BT R o Kk SR AE N (2019) B 78 A B Y AR 42 1 5T R RE S (e it Aol
QU HIX RGeS E A Al AR 3 B AT R RSl R 4 P B I 35 1] 96 52 [2] (2018) %
R AR AV H BB SR T A A, R IR E L X (R QB S R B, HORBIRHR 7 X Y
PO AR A7 A FE A P 8] PR 70 2GS e ot ™ (1 1P s 2 53] (2015) %% Tl Aialb (R A BT 3 Al 1 4
BT, RIUBARRCR R B 32 2 O AL BORRR T B LA Tl Al RS 5 28 35 e e AN AR 2 AR o
BFEE, AMER AT . ERBOR 20 A QIR R AR . ASCAN R T R A R
K BICH TR S RV BRI RN KR XU S AU, B SR, BRIG D7 63T
VAP TR BT w] 2012~2019 SEAIHE, IR B AN R THRESE BT AR AT Y, T
FCHE N AE K RI3RTH4]; VPSR TP [ L AR 2007~2017 SFEAHRREAZ S, KILH TR
ARSI T DA 1o 28 A £ b A 38 A e SRR AR AR il &1 0 i 55 20 I 19 2% A R ATL A (2t i lb B3R [5] BRRAL
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DA E 2016~2021 F)IR A B BT A RERTETFEAR, KIS ANBE vF i RS QUHT BN B IR R
N N R I PES eI s e S W= IR T N O NS [ P P B [ P R i o ROl ANk i
FEAEEA ik R 5K [6] .

o8, IR BB FEH 2 DLER D7 T B G 8 BEN B R P i & AL BT K, R 25 IR AT BN
H TR AR, S [R5 R T BT A 7T, e AR BN H LI AR B e Ak Al
Frae N B R FR, MWarHE EIE Y R A 0T oS R L BRI s AL, S50 s T
B B AT 3 B 1 AN I HE S5 S AR IS . A SOF 2015~2021 EFR EH YR A B BTk AE A
WHFREA, 32 H = Bt DEA RS 2 A B AR QBT 05, BIF T8 A8 B 1H o3 26 A L B BB B 52
2 B2 vHE B I B FEAE L m L P g i B R, DA 3 A b BB R SR T AT I

2. fAREIT
2.1. B ESmMRER

2.11. EfiRig

FEAFNES, mREH R TS E BN RERGEEE, WEHZEREE R RN 5GER
— B EER, fe Rl VA IEAE 77, AT D Al 3G I A H N R S R AR AE T R A
25 RS MO T 4R, M4 E B E T s, BAmEA, XA A s sMT %
VS 1A 0 B 22 8] A BRI, N5 % X e e A 45 L, AT g Al B 3 BN A Sk T
2 [ahE

B, SRR 1. AN TR R AR B ARG R

2.1.2. ETRIERBEBIER S

A Al 25 AR F 2278 RS B/, BURF AN 782, BERIRNZ, DRAE I 55K 000 R4, ST
RETS B0 R 0% 4 i B R IR 9 25 iR B A Fe 25 5 U AL 32 L, TEHA 78 2 3R i) R
AT 2 T RENE S HORER AR 25, I SEE M BE KT ZIRANTE, AR 3 K T 5
AW, AESE BTG E IR A H AP EAL, FERCRMET EA 4.

T, CERREE 2. SIEEF WAL, & s E A LB AR G5H 8CR rE 3 E 25
2%
2.1.3. BT EREREND N ERA S

SHE BRI R = S B E/K P EES BRI, O RS, 5. ML
VRS T, AT I W R A SRR AR 2 AR DG & SN T MR A W 4 ERIR LI B S RS R, iR
FIZEAH S A IER PR [7]. B AT, EHiH[8] (2006). Z=4H1#[9] (2010). FEXIE[10] (2011). Hi[11]
(2020)%5E N4l R JEWFAE T it S 2 iHE BIEWHERN LR, KIE I RERBRESITHE REWHE.
o5 U AL BT RE T AR FALE,  SCEIN 2 THE B0 B FEAE A AR IR 0 ] RE AR EILAE
SNANTTTH  ESE, ARERERUE R AN VR BRI R, TR A0 R AR A ] A L S AT B AR B
BEAT, T o8 B Al P S 2 (MR ARAT l, ST ae 71 BANRE R K BE 55— R4 % FE 5,
Pk A oK B 22 BRI BB R AN, HESH AL A TS S 7E 41— R 5 SCEE A ANE K I K 1 He 3
HR, WTAHMEIR T E KU, H o E R SRR ACE T HE B B SRR T SR, T A BT
BRI RN 2, BR80T Al AR SR IR 4 Y LA RO ANk e 1, 3 g S A M T T i G 3 450N 1
B R

Rk, SCEEFR B 3. B UH 0T Sl I R gk A 2 T 2 0E W B A B AR BB %
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2.2. BiERIR

WICIEHL 2015~2021 A PR A I BT A RN G, SR T ST *ST. PT SERRIAFE AR50,
AR T AR Sk BICIEAN S IREA . BT £l R U5 T B 48 % CSMAR Bl 2 A 2 7 0 5542
WO A RS BT 1T 19%M45 A, BdEart 550 Hri A Statal? #1 Excel 5. @id Lik
PIAbEE S, —3L453] 2969 ANFEALIIME .

2.3, SCIEEBERTEEN
2.3.1. EAEFIRE
FEFR& L, AR E R ES AR Z AR, M SZiE M T .

Eff_value, = o, + ajaudit; + > o Controls + &, 1)

’

Her, Eff_value Fnlk i ARG R, @il =k B DEA BARMHSE]; audit ZoR# iR, H
BN $3545; Controls il AF &, CEMEECH IR, HREEHIEARILE(EPS). ¥r=fh
(LEV). 4L (Cash). WiZF A¥(SBS). M LLfil(Id)SAE B m (£ 1), T
2.3.2. PHYER

N T WA 5 7 T 4 A B TSR A AR BE SR 2 S, W E RO R A R, I
AT, R AR A

Eff_value, = o, + aaudit, +a,ownership,, +a,audit, ownership, + > ¢, Controls + &, (2

it
i

Horr, nature ZBAUPE UM R, EAARCL, AREARE O,

2.3.3. AAHRER
MM HE BBV A AR, IEBGIESRAE 5 I A A M5 B EE 5 VR4 RAE h & iH 5 Bt
BERBNARE, BB 3, Wi mMEIMR S THEL IR T2 THE BB, e ol Q8 & s 4
BVER, 3T 562 5 U S A B B S AL . ST = B aUR I A Y .
Eff_value, = a, + jaudit, + > o, Controls + &,
Transparency, =, +a,audit+ » o Controls + &, 3)

Eff_value, = o, + ajaudit + o, Transparency, + > «;Controls + ¢,

234 TEENX
BEX AR, s AR KE UL L.

Table 1. Variable definition table
Tl TEENE

AR AL AR AR A AR i
22 B ZNHPEVES Eff_value AV ARGF AR, H=Fr B DEA #ATHE R F).
HA R R audit T2 I A SR X

AR JEAAE 5 ownership BEEMAE, EAR1, JEERR 0.

I B VPS RN B RE, B N4, R

A AR B e BiEWE Transparency B3, kT K2, Ak K1,
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M 2 = LA Id MSTER L] = MOrE AR EE S BN
AR firm BT EAFE L, FHNH O
FA L year JBTZE LR L, BNELO
A 3k R industry JETIZATIEC L, SWEL O

3. kAR BIFHRNER

NT v BB B FC A R BN BRI TU AR e, 8 S B AR B B R SR i = AL T RE . A
M E AR BT RLEE S T BN H A B SR B AR R 203, A T IR B R R QT S S N
AR . SCESRH = Fr Bt DEA 73 #1i%:, 21 BCC fAUTEL St DEA 73 Hrik I 3Eht L4 BRI B R R A4
TR, RAZHANZ T HIEFR MR QU RIS . BOER(EAE 0 3 1 28], HuE#ET 1, W
AV BN AR M . B SR UE T E 22 % CSMAR W& B 8008 122 & wind %8 &, 33 FH
DEAP2.1 Al Frontierd.1 X 33 k47 4b 3

3.1. FARBIFBEREBIEARHIZER

BT SR ANTE OGRS, W IP. CPU. FDA, JTA BOBE 45 5 78 SO 85—kt U 4080 1% 45
AR o S0 R R RS R 3 G P A R S SRS

1) AR

[E T SRR, IR BN T BORIF R B, R BN BB TE N B Al
A, AR R AL AR A RS . BN G B A R DA IR A B ES B & SN . (S %
OV SCHR, K MBI R BN 1155 S R RN BRRAS I N BN FE AR g AT % & . FR N BN (RDL) 2 e %
12 5 RES, NEARBIFTE RS A G Al 52 TR AR A . B R B N (RD)Z 5 Al
PRI & GBS 6 A 4 5 A E BN B A, SR &8 I R R A . B RN B 0 37 B R
DL R Ak FE 2] R L35 15 4% AR S5 55

2) 7R dEbR

R 2 HOCHR LAY P HCE A i B G HE K S —Fabs, A7E(E— R BR M . 18 SCERAAH ISR,
MZ R RO AR IR . BB ION TETEH P IE g N B 238 b5 h o FAL %
H(Pat)&Fg Bl AR R E R H BB Hofh Al 5N N SRR B MEINME, 45 a) A2 AU (]
NE FAERRE SRR BB R ANE, IR A K — 2 B &5 R &I
N, AR T B AIETRE ST . BB SN (Rev) & Ak BB S AR U as Al B ERER
N F PR AR ES  TOIE B8 1 B (INA)Z V3@ I [ 308 i R T B TE T P2 1=l 2B
HEIAZ (R ZAE

3) MERH &R

ISR R AN AN SRR B AR BIFT R, AR — T MW, il 3 2 o LU I pAy 3 ok S kAT
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AR, AL, AR R R LR, R SCRIUSOLAFERR(FF) . s X A2 S {E(GDP, 147T). BURFh
Bhe)IX LR FRE PR S R RN A B B R R 2 .
ERBARBIH ARV bR W 2.

Table 2. Technical innovation efficiency evaluation indicators

= 2. BRI RN iErR

FHEZ EGEEIY BETS AR E X
- IV-ONZECIN RDL HEZ 5N EEAR AT RR S 10 R T
WER B &N RD WA Bt 4 i ik A s RN [ b B
BRI & Pat b R R AR MR R R AR R N
RS LN FELFIA Rev W 95 e i B M ST YRN
P A INA b R T B AR 3 i e
LA PR Time A lb R AL A A AR
RS o XA R GDP A BT AE 3 T (¥ GDP
BB Sub BURTES T (K I ORI <2850

32. SR DEANERLER

M BRI AL i) BCC BEATHEAS AL AE 55 BBz A frontier #R44@ i BEALHTHT SFA %Y
KT R, S FEARSEE A T R — 5 h, X H SR I BR GE 8% (8 58 B R 25 1 F v
Py BB = BAE S BRIA B I S A BEA LR Z I TS, FRRIE FH DEAP2.L AT AT, EDJEFREE—FY
B TAE, AR HAEARRN R ARG SR . 1 SCE M REAR A 1 AR G 3T ROR B AT 75,
Bl 2, FHAR T 2015~2021 AEREAR MR IME IO, SRk 3 Fros.

Table 3. Average value of innovation productivity of sample enterprises over the years

3. HALNRHF LR AE

i 1] LREE BUBARHCR e
2015 4 0.343 0.618 0.555
2016 4 0.324 0.587 0.552
2017 4 0.352 0.647 0.544
2018 4 0.233 0.461 0.505
2019 4F 0.369 0.617 0.598
2020 4F 0.261 0.456 0.572
2021 4 0.275 0.531 0.517

DEA BRI SRR A T B LR R0R . AR BRI o 238 RR i A B AR R AL
R, LT BRI, TR RITEERIRCR . AIBORACR AR kA BT A AR S
AWM R, IRRCR AR R R R Z M A R o 1R 3 AT, FEARAVIE 7 SF 4R E
BAE AR, HWMEAE 03 A ETR¥ED, k7 E EAT ARG A T, AR Ak e H
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o WEAERE, ZUEORBIHRCRE T ARG, ST BT b U, BEAR Al 1 BB R 2 il
CEEW W% N SIS N A B IR E

4, SCHEST AT
4.1. RSt

SCEIEHL T 2015~2021 AFYR A B BT A AR R EGE 2969 %%, K 4 FIR T FEAREE .
PRiEZE S e/ ME R R AE . B AR AR B A B QI 38R (1 i B 48 4w EFf_value ¥J{H>h 0.285. #x/MA 0.
BORA 1, U E EH ARG MR A R, BRGIE R I R EOR. RRRE R 19 audit
HUGHBUR Y18 N 13.809. fie/ME 12.612. e KfH 15.948, FEASEFMEM] . BB i 0028 & nature 2
B0 0.283, ULIAREA H BRE ke . HAbdsbi B R EAF AR B 2R, BRRE,
AFEARR RIFHIX 5,

Table 4. Descriptive statistical analysis of main variables

4. EBRTEMWAGIT O

VARIABLES N mean sd min max

EFF_value 2969 0.285 0.192 0 1
audit 2969 13.809 0.652 12.612 15.948

nature 2969 0.283 0.45 0 1

EPS 2969 0.412 0.578 -1.78 2.99

LEV 2969 0.414 0.19 0.06 0.86

Cash 2969 0.721 0.988 0.03 6.52
SBS 2969 3.423 0.928 2 7

Id 2969 0.418 0.113 0.25 0.78

4.2. SBESERE SR

4.2.1. BEAREVFLZER
PR A AR, 26 5 IR IGLE RNy 1) EEFEDITIE N 5, FHitliEr R
WENIE; 2) IMANAMERE 2N 2 5, & e REUKREE NIE, ARG,

Table 5. Basic regression results
< 5. EAREALR

EFF_value (1) EFF_value (2)
0.062"" 0.039™
audit
(10.08) (2.47)
0.047™ 0.030™"
EPS
(8.61) (3.41)
0.1617" 0.128™"
LEV
(6.77) (2.59)
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Continued
-0.005 -0.005
Cash
(-1.31) (-0.74)
0.011™ -0.018
SBS
(2.17) (-1.39)
0.000 0.002"
Id
(0.74) (1.78)
-0.634™" -0.245
_cons
(0.000) -0.99
N 2969 2969
firm NO Yes
industry Yes Yes
year Yes Yes
R? 0.326 0.162

FE: UL TN T BIRIRAE 1%, 5% 10% 4K R . (FIE)

4.2.2. REMRE
WO BAS R U R AT 7B e, WE MR audit_dummy, HIPUOR S TR 5 e v Al
N L ARDRH HHAIIE N 0, B N 2 Bk Tie Bk B TR 240E . & 6 A2 R RN,

QB FIH R EUE 190K B85 EARSC, WA o R e dE Al QR A%, R A I6 45
SR

Table 6. The robustness test of a substitute variable

i 6. BREEMREMRE

Eff_value

0.021™"
Audit_dummy

(3.56)

0.054™"
EPS

(9.82)

0.229™
LEV

(9.86)

-0.007"
Cash

(-1.72)

0.014™
SBS

(2.85)

0.000
(0.03)
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Continued
0.174™
_cons
(0.000)
N 2969
industry Yes
year Yes
R? 0.300

4.2.3. BRRMYST

N Y IRAIE B T BT R A A R QR AR RSN 75 A7 AE BBV B 22 5, e B ML AZ i ownership, [E A

AV 1, SZH0, [ 7 B,

Table 7. Heterogeneity analysis of equity nature

T BRRMERFRRMES

EFF_value (1)

EFF_value (2) EFF_value (3)

0.062™" 0.0485™"
audit
(10.08) (6.49)
0.018™ -0.376""
ownership
(2.06) (-2.80)
0.028™"
audit*ownership
(2.92)
0.047™ 0.055™" 0.047™
EPS
(8.61) (10.03) (8.59)
0.161™ 0.225™" 0.158™"
LEV
(6.77) (9.50) (6.55)
-0.005 -0.007" -0.006
Cash
(-1.31) (-1.74) (-1.55)
0.011™ 0.011™ 0.009
SBS
(2.17) (2.10) (1.64)
0.000 0.000 0.001
Id
(0.74) (0.20) (0.82)
-0.634"" 0.188™" -0.452"""
_cons
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
N 2969 2969 2969
industry Yes Yes Yes
year Yes Yes Yes
R? 0.326 0.296 0.331
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F(1) 4z I (R AT 2 TS audit Y [E1E REE 1%KF B IR S 3ELE 4.2.1 N {HIE, F1(2)
JBEAUE 5 A% B ownership [ [5] 3 R 504E 5% 117K 7 _EIEA G, 51 N2 H.39 5 41(3) audit*ownership 1] ) & %
1E 1%M)7KF F 2, 1 B AP o 7% 5 A 0% 1 v 181 o 0 o o M B AR BT AR RS E A, 5IRE
A AREE, A A T RS AR G SR R R NS, Rk 2 fRE.

4.2.4. PR S

A RIALES, KBNS B R AR T A SIS sh A B HESh R . SR %A L] 2

B BT PR T 2 TG BB AT USE B (X 3), I TRIAT A — 0, &R W% 8.

Table 8. Audit quality, accounting information transparency and enterprise technology innovation efficiency

#* 8 HItRE. SIHMEREMESEURARGIFHNE

EFF_value (1) EFF_value (2) EFF_value (3)

0.062™" 0.065™" 0.060™"

audit
(10.08) (2.81) (9.08)
0.019™

Transparency

(3.34)
0.047™ 0.140™" 0.043™

EPS
(8.61) (9.55) (7.18)
0.161™ 0.007 0.178™

LEV
(6.77) (0.59) (6.90)
-0.005 -0.403™" -0.003

Cash
(-1.31) (-4.52) (-0.67)
0.011™ 0.021 0.012™

SBS
(2.17) (1.39) (2.51)
0.000 0.102 0.000

Id
(0.74) (1.27) (0.61)
-0.634"" 2.012" -0.681""

_cons
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
N 2969 2969 2507
industry Yes Yes Yes
year Yes Yes Yes
R? 0.326 0.091 0.320

FI(L) T B S S BRI R BH R AL 1%0K-F EIEMHR, C4fE 5.2.1 M E L%
k. F(2)[EA R ECN 0.065, 7E 1%H)/KF EIERZE . FIQ@) P i E. 21HE SE S LB 3%
AR BIIE 1%HKF EEZE . RIESR )G RRZ D EE R, SiHE BBV AR I RES
AV R BT R Z MAFAE AR o PRI, o R I I 5 e 2 TS B W R Al BOR B B
BR, BB 3 RRAL. BRI TRy k2 THE SRR A T A RIR TR R A, BRI
THUAN A1 78 R % 18 K A T i B R A A vk B 2 1 A
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5. St 5N
5.1. FELD

ASCRF R E BT AR 2015~2021 SEAEAKE, S8 IE SRR AT, EIIE 1AM B R Ak A
WRCR ISR, 8 B e T R B AR AT R R VAR IR, MR SCUEZE R AT E . SeAh, i
BEEMAZE, 15 U R SR AR ISR A A Al P2 . FN, AR & iHE BiE
WIRER R A A, IR ML, A Bl PR AN TRl S s T HE BB, SR Al
QBTG SN FEEAERT, 20 TOR 3 — 2 3 5 BUA BT h 55 T A R AMEE B0 Al B3 ) A% S LA

5.2. BEREIYL

UL RS, SCEIRDUAMRIA BRAEAE R Al N AR A S S B A AT BALAIE o T E
TR B AR R 2 T TN 24 B ST Ao 1A T AORT 7 i BB T I 95 1) S 1B R LT RE 51 A ik
B RS DA AR 5% H AR A [12], 7T DU 4R A0 A 5 2 9 QRIS s A0 B 220, Sl B e o T N B
TARB R M B A AIAT Jys BeAh, AhERH i i I R i TS B SR A AL R RE ST, ROz NG
XA A SR B VR AR, S OCHR AR, D TR e R BT R (K% AL A3 R4 A
HIAEL; feJe, BER BN N R A M EARE AL, 8IS A SRR S5 T UG LU 55 A
ZE N, XA BEA SR AR AT QT BN S0P, DL B S B AR GRT K SE B P 1T R
BeAiio

53. RKRE

IR, SCREBAAAE AL B, MBIFTHBNRIEE R R ERCKI 6], BA e . 18 SCREL
MBI AR T R BOR QAR A BN B, A R QUHT ™ R AT LRI R £
ANMIEER, ERARQU R MTE EAF AR K, ESAENT I L, R 1B fa 5 [l i
PR, EFE AR R A B R BB 7T, BARSCE AR 2 REIF R T AL PR
LEROUNBUR AN SR R 3R, (B AA A BN AT RENE, SCUESS RATREAF £ — IR 2; fa, B
BN THE B W LK —J5 TR TT o T 50T Ak SR B AR I (I BRI, 7T RE 2 1 Hofh i 5 5K
VEFEIANE Sl PRI, ASHIE L — D T 07 1702 %5 R AT H 3 Ja 1 DAL (80 V5 5 R v i) 2 B e
AR MAERR P, I IR 5 R S g AT A B, RSN ek AL BT A ML AT N R S Azt
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