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The Impact of Corporate Green Innovation on Audit Pricing.

Evidence based on green patent data of Chinese listed companies

LI Dantong

(School of Business,Xi”an University of Finance and Economics,Xi’an 710000, China)

Abstract: Using the data from 2010 to 2021 in Shanghai and Shenzhen A-share, the influence of green innovation on audit pricing is analyzed,
in order to provide some theory foundation and experience for the improvement of the audit supervision and the implementation of green develop-
ment. It is found that corporate green innovation can improve audit pricing level, and corporate sustainable management plays an intermediary
effect in corporate green innovation and audit pricing, which is an important path for corporate green innovation to promote audit pricing level.
Further analysis shows that the shareholding of institutional investors can alleviate the positive correlation between corporate green innovation
and audit pricing. Heterogeneity test shows that the positive correlation between corporate green innovation and audit pricing is more significant
in private enterprises.

Keywords: enterprise green innovation;audit pricing;audit risk
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