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Abstract: This paper selects panel data of 30 provincial administrative units in China from 2013 to 2019, and uses the
two-way fixed effect model to empirically analyze the impact of platform economy and technological innovation on the
upgrading of industrial structure. The study shows: (1) that platform economy can significantly promote the upgrading
of industrial structure, but this promotion has regional heterogeneity, and the promotion effect in the eastern region is
the most significant. (2) that there is an interaction effect between platform economy and technological innovation,
and the promotion effect of platform economy on technological innovation is weaker than that of technological
innovation on platform economy. (3) and that the interaction effect between platform economy and technological
innovation can also effectively promote the upgrading of industrial structure. In order to further exert the promotion
effect of platform economy and technological innovation on the upgrading of industrial structure, government
departments should actively lead the development of platform economy with technological innovation, improve the
governance system of platform economy, and increase the integration of platform economy and technological
innovation, to narrow the regional differences in industrial development.
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