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Mechanism of Digital Empowerment
on Manufacturing Supply Chain Resilience in China
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Abstract: Based on the data of China’s A — share manufacturing listed enterprises from 2012 to 2019 this paper uses text min—
ing technology and factor analysis to construct a supply chain resilience index and enterprise — level digitization degree index
respectively and empirically reveals the mechanism of digital enabling Chinese manufacturing supply chain resilience. The
main conclusions are as follows: (1) The degree of digitization can significantly enhance the toughness of the manufacturing
supply chain. (2) The strengthening effect of digitalization degree on the toughness of the manufacturing supply chain is influ—
enced by the differentiation of regional digital infrastructure construction factor intensity and regional marketization degree.
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