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Abstract

Promoting the abilities of R&D and innovation for enterprises has become an important way to
fight the competition crisis. The amount of high-tech enterprises in China spending in R&D in-
vestments increases year by year, however, there is still some pace with those in America. In this
study, the comparisons are first conducted in R&D output, global ranking of R&D investment, R&D
management of enterprises between China and America. Then, the representative high-tech en-
terprises in R&D and innovation are chosen for in-depth analysis. The main conclusions of this
paper are as follows. Firstly, remarkable negative relationship between the American high-tech
enterprises R&D intensity and the return on assets is obtained, and there is a lag effect. Secondly,
the R&D intensity has positive effect on the enterprise’ business income growth rate for high-tech
enterprises both in China and America, and more obviously in America. Thirdly, the asset-liability
ratio and firm size of Chinese high-tech enterprises have significant effects on enterprise’s R&D
activities, but this effect is not significant for those in America. Fourthly, the industry distribution
of American high-tech enterprise is more concentrated than that in China, and the differences be-
tween R&D input scale in different industry are larger in America. Lastly, the Chinese government
subsidies can promote the R&D activities of high-tech enterprises.
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1. 5|8

N T I A RS SR AR R R, Al /5 ZE L ORI R 5 QU TS B 5 L 5E 7.
T, FEBUT TR CH  EALRE AWK, AR E AR, AR BT E . Al
e B X AH I A, e mo Rt Ak SGZ D RO B B AL R BT A A, AR LR R P
TAEA, I HAERE R W AT R B AR T AR . SR, FRIE SR AL R RN
IR DA 5 et B 5 OC HL R SR I 1 22 3 i A ik — B IRNAR D

r R A — NS, RARAE TR BRI b i Ak, 5 — b AN FE, R A
WA A e s E L R mEEoR, R, EEWSE R RERS S ER T K
Ak [1]e FRE EFRFEHARE . WBGHAE F RS SR 2016 4 2 HBRET SN (BRIl e g
BIWE) » INETIRH RHTER MR IR (E R E AR BoRGUR) , FREE T RS
BORBEREAL, TR0 B BRI R I Ly REROT R 225 763, Erh ER N (AR, ).
3 DOTE M R R Ak (2] 5% DG e B Al (9 5758 2 ZER A WEFE 50T AR EE (W 78 50T A S o5 4 B
WO BT EL ) AR N SR (B4 TAREN . HAR TN BL AR SR AW AN B3) o il 3 T AN L 2 A 4R
(3]

FERESN, RTINS F w3 B R R b S, WAE L Ei . Tipaii . el
K Al A RIS S5 2 AN T THT . Schumpeter WARF R TR Z T L5 /520, T 22 W S8 B Tk 4>
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W AT R IE S [4]. TERIERE I, Galbraith #F— DB AN A BT KA NS 5R A e 3s, 45
BTNV AE R R G B b B R[5, FESATAN BRI =T, R EFHREA L EH RO, Wk
AERAT Je) RS AR B EE 2L, Pearce A1 Papanastassiou 55223 FFUGWT 7L H 1990 4 LLR AL 75 43K A J) it
KRG, TSR PN E E PR 2 S v BEG (6], Oliver Gassman Al Max von Zedwitz #f70 T 37 M4
BRI A, VG H DU R A [B] R A BRI A AT o B, S AR R BT 28 [ 7] Asakawa i % [
A RTINS E A 5 7 Z R SR A FLS R &R, PR T AR BRI AN RO
25 B TC TR LA Bolh 45 B8 70 5 S 2 T8 (R4 JE S AR 6 2 ] A R G307 A2 50 [8 ] Atuahene-Gima Fll Ko
X H R A BT, A T3 T RO A ST ) 5 7 AR Sk [ 0% R B A 2R R Y
ER, TSRl xR S mmE AL R G SRR HEs/EH[9]. Kyriakopoulos 1 Moorman #ff 73
53t AMVAETT S T LRI TR, ARk H 1735 IF R AL 2K 3 f m b 8™ i F R 8K [10] .
WA — 2z 22 BT 20 A ORI SR R 530, Adegoke Ik SRR FCUIE WM 20 B HT A i it =0 HT AR
XTI R G576 IE B 5[ 11]. Lluis Santamaria 538 4 SSUFRF 78 &K LR R AE S RHG IS R AR RHY
oa], FETRE A G T T4 Al NS B A S A T AR o [RTIRE 8T T 3 PR B0 R e SR T
ZOVEA IR W, SR SEE  an QHT A IR R R, A TR AR AR R R I RGBT R e A B T 3R
LRI[12]. LEMNRIE SHFR SV R, Claudio Cruz-Cazares %5551 1992~2005 4F ] 1478 ZX P PEA
gl s B, I SEUEBI SR B R SRR QT A TR s, b ] - A A R R SR
TR, RRERE AR, T A SRF A s of B3 7=t (R e /0N, ELASUR S P s G103 7= A sg [ 13 ]

] A S5 T A AT i Gk 1 2 M R 35 T et R LS S50 . T4 b SR DL S Al
W5 L7 THI -

ERNZE SHER G R R, ZEE, FWE, EEWXRIE S, G0 S QA S80HT
9T, 150 TR BRI AT R AR &, HXTS0E B HoRG1HA R T m AR 5%
[FI, W FIEAT H AU GBS R 1) HR QR S5 A 258 = A B AH BLoC RAFAERE A [14]. HoAh
& WERAE, s A A SRR AL RO IR BN SR B B AU ER . R e
ANV R G b= A g, BB Al B B A A A R 3l F758 [ 15]

ET M S RGO, Tk, XUEE, TiEim SCubwt 7oA ek s & A 3% % 7 TH
IRBEIEE A S L= SR G i 28] U KRR[16]. TEE K@, XN a7t ek a1
W R R R B DR, G0 S RS K IR A MV R ST AR R RS N 2 Al A T F 5 5 4 B A AR
IR A 5 A B DL, IR RGOS A HE[17]. ¢ B IETERT A R S Sk 5 TR
LR F R IRAR MBI R 4 B B R BN S A S A oG, 1T R BRI R R N B S A b S ) 2
BUIEMR IR RA[18]. #E—, sKiTiR, FKFIH VEC IRk B p& 200 3 B K 3 Al A o i aicde
AT M. A3 ANRILZ D BRI N B A K Fh R AV A R G35 Fe e B IE Rl 52, AR G 00 il 458
NFA 22 P NN AR TR 1R SOSE[19]. BEAh, R, BT, JE ORI Klette AR T AZ S R
TR AN [ AT MV B AR AN R G808 AT 40, 453 AT ML A 18] (R 4R SN AR — e R BE Bk 1
ANV R S8, AH 2 [RAT I Al 82 TSGR AR Y R F52 AR 1 BE S T AV IR R 93 %5201

FEANY FAEH AN G S BRSO, 5200, B Fe i SEub it 7o 45 H A Aol 13 S sont 65
RS B AR, 2[R SR B QT LT, A 18] )& A EFR BE S A i e Sk TR A DR 6 R IFF
ANEF[21]0 RiG e @ B A 5] 3 TEE S 3R E A B ARG BE 7 B A, ZU7E 5 RO Al 45
FH BRI, AR = R AETBE 71[22]. A 2238 W7 5568 AV A A g 0 Al 6 B R 21
(RN PR A F FE EEASAN [R) A P /8 B ) B R I A R 3k, 45 H PR AR ) BE T () R 280t 4923

—|

DOI: 10.12677/mse.2019.83031 250 RS T


https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2019.83031

FLE, BB

B 24 52 1R N AMIE A B2 20 B s il AT LI R AR AN [R] B BUds £ 538 BB A 2SR AE ol i iF A 5%
BB AR[23] RIS I TR BLHNE 1Ml 2288 B (K QB 1 5 Mk BT R Z A AE SRAH OG5 &R
Al B B AR AR ) R, B AR A BT R, T R A B RS AT 1 R BT Al B R Y
JR R ANBCR A 1 I [24] 0 2% St 28 26 il i A MV T R S RGHAT B FE R o lb 2 g W AR BT I R ¢
i A BT 35 A BOR BT SO A S 43, B AL A SO B R A B3 AR G s 4 2 ZH B 7325 o
Zp, FEEH ARG GMM BHFERIL: PR BN SRR A BRI IEMSR, TP BRI B4
WHREI AR, RN A SR I R0 AR BN LR [26]. BREE, ERE, RN
AV AR W AE S HIBE FEUE BT 1 G ST SR ANVA JE B 1 S 00 4R A OB G300 35 1E [ 52 [27] [28].

EREORA,  H AT E AT LR SRR T 2 9 — AN B 50 X s e — ATk i 7E, T
X B AS [5] [R ZR Ao lb R IR EN A7 Y LS W A R i ER SR RS LR AE FE LD, JE R AERIT A H
R AL USRI TR D o [RIE, 0 o S8 s R M AT A B3 A of I 0 ox B ) il 4 e R — 8 Lk 2
HE L.

2. PEREME LS AR EAE
2.1. HRER

o3 m R O A R TE SRR N RN BN DL A SCE BN T . B RE R S E A
W 5 B E P EE = 5, S5 B R IEshabr, A SCR WK GREL, B 2 F eI
NP b EAE S i o 36 7 ) s R A ML R TS s A NI S B R AR A

Mt — RPN RGN RE i R AIE LR W], S HH R &5 5T [A) 42 40 B 20 i 1) SR DRI ™ i
BEWNGERG BRI, FEm AR5 R R ) 5 m Al K RE T e . o, 48
FIREITTIH, AR TS I3 AR AT BT wl &R e ) PEAs I il R AR, GBS 8377 15 F) Z2 (Return on
Assets, ROA)Fl1 5% 7= Ui 75 % (Return on Equity, ROEMWE N 48 bR . TERCKRE /15 T, IEBUE IR K
AP S KA N FE bR i, R AT

Hl: o E SRR AT R BN GREES a8 R e e GG &R .

H2: JEE SR AT R BN GREES A R e 1S OEA R K &R .

H3: 3 E s R AR BN TR EE 5 A b 2 R 58 70 AR O R T rh B s R A A R BN B 5 4
b4 R e 7 BIAE oM

H4: rpE SR AT R BGRB8 SR A R K AR

H5: SEEERHARAT R BN GRE5 l BAK fE T RIEA R K R .

H6: S R MR BN SRE 5 AL K B8 7 AR SR T rp [ B AR A R RN B 5 A
WK RE 7 AH G

BT ARV A & BT R A B 8 i B PR, ARSCRE R 5 2Rk

H7: o [ S RS AR VAT A A5 5 B2 0f b 428 M B 70 B 52 Wi A7 AR i i 12k

H8: & [ =y R H A AT A 38 N i B Xof Aol 28 R 58 77 0 5 A7 A5 Je 7 o

H9: o ]S R AR AR FEN 8T A M 48 R 6 7 5 0 (v i 1 R R T 36 I i R A I R N
568 JEE 0o £ M 28 R B 2 ) PR ) 12

H10: A [ R A A A N B8 B 0o Al s A e ) 1R s M A7 A e i 12k

Hil: SEE RN AR A PN 58 BE X Al s B T 1R 5 e 7 i i 12

H12: [ SR A A BN 5 0 £l b A B8 7 52 e 1R Fa PR B K T 56 [ s B A I A R 45
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NS FEET Ao R E 752 00 3 i 1o
AR AT B 3 B AL B A W BOMUG S 22 7 IR, A SOR X L R 3R A
PRI AS R AT 70 M, R A MBI A PN 5 E 14 A2 2l 5 B A b A8 R 0 A A E 70 28 3 B I RE AR IR A T 31

Bt A ST A A AR L -
H13: o [ R Aol A b RERS F 537 30 (0 2 MR B2 K T 58 [ v R A b A Ml SR T A 3 3
SOMARESE o

H14: o] R Al 8 7 S A5 £ M)t B 5 i 250 B 52 i R J32 K 5 T i R B Al B 77 7 Ao 45 A S
RGBSR o

HIS: AFATE AN AEAIAFAEZ 57, b e B A i 2 (A7l 2 S K SR I v b A
A

FH T 5% BRI EURTS = i MV A U ORGS0 3 DASRAR, - AR SCHE HH 3 Ja — MK R v [ e A
LMV AFAHEAT R

HI16: [ BURFXT A Al (0 I ORI B 5 (i 32 AL A5 2
22. FEEFRSWIHAR )

2.2.1. HEBRTEIRE

(1) ZFIE77 PA (Profit Ability)

Al 14 5% T Zh AL FE T R BN B & AR B Ak B B R KT . AT BRIk 2 R A
JIVPAS Fi AR T AL T 1R 2 ROA RN 557U 25 %8 ROE. HLrh, RUBEF= 4R 2% ROA LI f2 A
I FH A B PR ORI 1 7K, — ANk ROA s, st X 58 A /] 4N = B ks, Al %
FeiE AR AR, BT AU FE ROE SN 142 i AR B s I s /K F, DA & 8 RS BV B AR
#, — AL ROE s, Rz BA SEARNBEREE.

(2) FKEBES GA (Growth Ability)

R A VI I R VS Bl — R B FE I S S B AR, it s AL B S50 RO R A
BAR VLK RS T, SEONEMHEZN AW R JE o 2565 IR L P E HE v AE 5 aT Lt ASC
3 A SN T B 38K S R e 40 [ B K 2R A s 2 m R A I K B8 2T 4R bR, 20 BT AF 5 IR
1 RR IR,

22.2. BBRTESFHTEREN
ARSCIEFHE R AL NGRS RDL (R&D Intensity) (E N BB R, Fon A RATRN F TR
RIGEN 4, FIEAXA:
R SR
FEMES AN

AV R PN Aol 808 e = AR A () [ B, tB 2 A2 B A — SR R s, R AR SCE N T
ANFIFIRE, PR SR AEUR 1) W BORMU: S ) AR . Forh A WS B85 A i R AR o [ R [ R
ANV AT 73 BT B N A3 8T o T 885 — T BRI , E T 5 [ 1 b 23 A 14 A i 5000 A %o L Tt H 48
R AT e E R R AR A AT AT AN SO R PRI ARSI AUE R R R A A I, LNS oK.
B 7 A4 2 (Asset-liability Ratio) 2 i & A2 fFife /1 48R, H ALR £x. &5, & HBUF BN S
ST L B X — P B VR A ORI ) BE (i R AR, L FS R o I BUBURF AN 7E SE PR R AR T, i
FAE 25 HR R PR TR ) B AN BIZE - BURFRMS . — 0 il 55048

BEA BN GRIE =
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Table 1. Variables and calculation methods of this study

1. KRR BENEERITERR

iy AR TR
Rl BRI (ROA) R A B B
T BEF= I3 % (ROE) B RIS/ T B AL
Wik A B
o BB KFR (IR) CRIFEDION — R3Oy EE N
P P S AUE K #E(RR) (AR SA — ) Ay B 2 0
fRRA B R BN (RDI) Y OE INE =A% 2 O
A E HE(LNS) Ln (WA 25 7)
P A B B HUH#E(ALR) AR B 7 R
VBRI (FS) BURFAM B/ 7

2.3. HANGIT
AR BT SCHE B AR B N AR &, AR T L0 N =7 AR R, b, g i &

P o [ e R b AN S [ s R VAR A, 3 = B B S0E T v B R A R AR 3 HT o
L. BERBNGRBEN AV 5 S e AR R .

RO4,_, = p, +ﬁ1([7k)RDlt_k + B,LNS, + B,ALR, + ¢

ROE, , = p, +/31(H€)RDIH€ + B,LNS, + B, ALR + B,,IDN, + ¢

M
2

Hoof, g BRI, B f, NSRRI, & HHRET, 1 ZRER, kMR, £=0,1,2,3,4.

2. BFRBN RN Al B B8 7 R AR A -

IR = By + By RDI,_, + B,LNS, + B,ALR, + ¢

RR , =0, + ﬂl(tfk)RDch + B,LNS, + B,ALR, + ¢

3)
“

Horb, BRI B R p NSRBI RE, & NWIRFED, ¢ RonF 0 k ONEIEM, k=0,1,2,3,4

3. o EBURF AN AV B RS B R AR A -

ROA, = B, + B RDI, + B,LNS, + B;ALR + B,FS, + ¢

ROE, = B, + BRDI, + B,LNS, + B,ALR, + B, FS, + &

IR, = By + BRDI, + B,LNS, + B, ALR, + B, FS, + &

RR, = 3, + B,RDI, + B,LNS, + B,ALR, + B,FS, + &
Horp, B RAREENT, B2 B, NEEBHNIHRE, ¢ NRED, ¢ FRFEh.
3. BIRRES SEIES #r
3.1. HATFESKIR

1. EBEARM R
26, I FEAE iFinD JF ERACHE 0 Y A8 1 UM B 4B AR, #RIRAERIT L 702K R 40 GISC HEAT /ATl
BRI AR, SHRECH ) 2917 HyP R B i S A E g A7 b B, Rk “ AFIfEA
FARAN” FBIET 20154 1 H 1 HZ Al B anl: &5, 15 2010 4% 2014 485 5% FH 82K 1)

&)
(6)
(7
®)

hEA R
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FEARIFITE A B B I BT ROREA, 193] 501 ZKIP IR Bl sgi bR A

2. EEFEARMVHTRE

o, EIDEIAGER S PR R —— R R, 53] 136 KERBHRYIL IR R
Jei, JEIEFIAEI iFinD A% 225508 30 U8 #% i BORE S A 7T B FR AR, SN 136 R BRI LD, $REL
i wOEMBR 2010 4EZ 2014 FERITHR 9% SR FIFR PR EGE A IR A, 493058 B mRHE G e
A 59 K.

AHFFEH I Excel2013 X 40 3E4T 44 A ANAH S H5dfs R 2k (i, A SPSS19.0 #E4T 450405 40 v R AH 5%
Lo

3.2. WIRGH SER

1. T SEWE R Al R ook B A5 BRI, 58 E Al X — He g o e

Xof BT 3 B o 3 R ] Ak o AT RR M e e AT . SE R EOROLE 2), P E BT R s RN AL TE
GICS 173 KR S AT B 7 A AR 38 B BT m R A A A A5 BT 5 N 27.9%, H
N TAATI 25.9% o 1156 [ B Ak R 73 8 R AR BECRAT L, EEmIE 79.7%. W] 4 [ 5
BHE A BT S, EASE E p s R AR ok B & B R ARSI, HEEERH A
VR TA5 B A S H A B v

Table 2. Statistics of GICS industry of valid sample enterprises in China and the United States
2. PEAEBYEABIAERE GICS 1Tl Gt

PRC USA
BTk Tk i At
0 0 7 11.9
A H AT o 57 11.4 1 1.7
Tolk 130 25.9 1 1.7
By LR 49 9.8 1 1.7
JE LR 94 18.8 1 17
i HEL 5% 1 0.2 1 1.7
FEEA 140 27.9 47 79.7
V8 2 18 36 0 0
BV 10 2 0 0
il 2 0.4 0 0
&t 501 100 59 100

PORRIR: ASCHT OB

2. S [E R A LA A BN SR B R v T o [ Al

RFR > o B BB AR BN SR L ALLE 10% AR, K23 356 [ R B b A BN SR EE AR TE 10%
DAL, HEEFEARMAFHERBNGRE T 20%H V80 I 15%. 32 p EREA VAT & 3
WER NGB B IS (ILE 3).
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Table 3. Distribution of R&D investment intensity in Sino-US high-tech enterprises
=3 hESHREWHLIRNEEXE S %

2010 4 2011 4 2012 4 2013 4 2014 £
RDI X [&](%)
PRC USA PRC USA PRC USA PRC USA PRC USA

[0, 5) 70.46 6.78 73.25 8.47 64.67 6.78 62.28 6.78 66.47 6.78

[5,10) 23.15 13.56 19.36 10.17 24.95 13.56 25.95 11.86 22.16 10.17
(10, 15) 439 44.07 459 47.46 5.99 33.90 6.19 28.81 5.59 27.12
[15, 20) 0.80 20.34 1.40 15.25 1.20 25.42 2.00 32.20 2.59 30.51
[20, ) 1.20 15.25 1.40 18.64 3.19 20.34 3.59 20.34 3.19 25.42

G 100.00  100.00  100.00  100.00  100.00  100.00  100.00  100.00  100.00  100.00

ORRIR: ASCHT OB

4 BoR, REFERH A REA S A AN SR B AR & AN E X 2009 1 E R AL A %
NGBEMI =A%, LR EOR, RSP m R SR BN R I AEAT L R, (HA SR
e B A ML AT A BN SR BEAEAT MR IR B 22 55 B PP K, st HLS B0 BRAZ. 7 ATk A, Tk A fE M 55
g, E R AT A BN s T, M AAT I, SE E RS A T A BN SR 2 B
EFEE R &N 2TV & AN N

Table 4. Average R&D investment intensity of high-tech enterprises in China and the United States (by industry) %
4. PEBESRHEWHRFLRNEEIEGTI)%

(|4 2010 4 2011 4 2012 4 2013 4 2014 4F
. PRC 3.747 3.559 4.026 4.180 4.341
A B AT 2
USA 11.074 9.018 11.356 13.833 13.724
PRC 4.050 4240 4919 4.854 4732
Tk
USA 3.610 3.187 2.925 2.804 2.953
PRC 4.752 4.490 4.963 5.757 5.807
R IR
USA 20.545 22.357 22.290 19.985 20.600
PRC 3.038 3.096 3.550 3.859 3.848
JRAA AL
USA 11.495 11.724 11.234 10.316 10.880
. PRC 8.530 19.860 26.280 26.895 14.570
RS
USA 2.656 2.822 3.584 3.103 2.879
* PRC 6.746 7.156 8.473 8.864 8.580
FEHEA
USA 15.715 15.770 15.579 16.922 16.747
" PRC 2.014 2.369 2.644 2.455 2418
H 5 9
USA - - - - -
PRC 5.360 4.899 6.521 5.634 5.776
Luy)
F]b/):‘i
USA - - - - -
B PRC 0413 0.559 0.405 0.335 0.375
G
USA - - - - -
o PRC 4.595 4.750 5.533 5.755 5.642
RFEARE
USA 15.366 15.568 15.617 16.776 16.654
» PRC 4.867 5.701 5.826 5.774 5.491
bRz
USA 13.316 11.922 8.404 12.227 9.459

PORRIR: ASCHT UL

DOI: 10.12677/mse.2019.83031 255 RS T


https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2019.83031

FLE, BB

3. SR AL, SEE m AR AT AR S, TR RE AR

KT S [ o BB AL A BN SR LA A AR BT SO fRidk, EB - i BB @A
A B e 2RI, 5% F RS A AR AR B S 1 o B R A S B, SN SR AR
BRI I, R E AR A M E T B m R R A EE LA 1), KW 2014 4636 H =R
Btk P A RE 0 aF T B RS A, (H2 56 FE R AP 2 K RE ) IR T b B R Al

25% -

19.26%
20% 1 17.34%

14.25%

15% -
10% -
4.86%-19%
- J.
0% -
ROA2014 ROE2014 IR2014 RR2014
R EA W EEAA

BERRIR: ASCHE R,

Figure 1. Data comparison of sample firms between China and the United States

B 1. spRmERA IR

3.3. ZEMLEASITER

FEHEAT AT 2 8, WA BT RSSO TR L, R ER, hEEREAE 2010 4551 2013 £
NV BENGRE S 2014 FARMEMVIRA KA IR 1E 5%/KF FAEAERZEHIRKR. EE SR
2010 £E 5 2014 4F 1S4 FE A F R FNGREE Y 55 2014 4E Al 38 %7715 F 2 ROA 7 1%/KF RAEAE %
I FR, 2010 ZEA1 2013 MR RNGREE 5 2014 A E NPT K IR £ 1%KF FIEAE 5%
MIKKR. Zt—K5%, B EWNEEREA TR ENIRE RDI 54 # LNS, %= ffi%
ALR =N R [AIAFIEIL R R

1. 3 R AP A 45 N 5 5 Ak 28R 8 ) 1) R R A

FH T SCHH S 2 AT 485 SR vl 1, rP S 9 [ i BB A i R 5 N BB 5 Al 1% 8 P2 I 33 26 ROE A7 AE
FEHKKR, REERE RN GRS 58 %7515 R ROA AL R, RILAR SO =1
FZ ROA 1E A AR RE T AR, 0F e 69 I i BB A D AN 5 L R RE T IR &R e

X SE AN SR BORE A 3 A DA 2014 48 FE A Vs 85 7= 14 R 28 ROA fENBRIAR &, A [FEAE 0 R H N i
¥ RDIAE N EAS R, IR LNS FI%E 77 558 ALR fEuSHIAR &, #HTILRZ cmH, Kt Hss
HEAT B A5 2 7 [ (0 E A R (L2 5).

F g R, T [ mrRH AR 36 [ m R Aol sk dh, SRR Ze M RIE S%I/KF TR
F L

BE— DX e ) SRR AR BT ¢ R, ORI E RN Al 5 S [ R AL A7 TR 2 )

(1) BERIBNEE RDI

A [ e R A AN [ 4 43 (O F R 8 P RDT 34 AT 2 35 MEAG 06 EU2: 36 [ i BHBE Al % 568 5 RDI
BITE 5% MK N3, BE TR R EMAAL, HAHCRECN U, R E @R AR BN
F 55 4lb 4 R B8 77 H 16 B8 = 1 R 26 ROA SR DG . ANTTHEWT H B ise HL AR H2 Aoz, @i 2010 4
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£ 2014 FFRIBT R IR GRE S 2014 F AT R 2 ROA HIAHSE R B AL  Kele, WA H SE s Rt
F ANV RN GREEXT ROA WIS m A AR Ja Ve, 10 b B s B Al A X F i AN AE AT HERT 1 H7
AL, H8 AL, HO AMAL. #E— ML E SR AR FEA R 2 Je R )3 45 R i) RDI AR5, K
3 ) CA B R AR AN SR F AR B, Y BEARAE 5% K1 & oL, [mlH R B ik, HAx)
E B RBVNHEF

Biaonzy > Biaosy > Brzony > Praonsy > Biaono)

W] 5 [ v R Ak B B 15 R A B2 i D) LAE R A IR IR MR B AN ], L v B2 i I 5 — 4
B 2= 2 BIROBT AN B oK, FL OO 2] ¢ S IR, T3 ¢ — 4 SRR TR IR AR L i/

Table 5. Results of ROA regression by RDI in different years of high-tech enterprises in China and the United States
* 5. PEAMESHZEWARREES RDI X ROA [EVALER

2014 4 2013 4 2012 4 2011 4 2010 4F
PRC -11.234 -11.577 -11.447 -11.825 -12.366
(-3.040) (-3.123) (-3.085) (-3.19) (-3.322)
Constant
USA -8.305 -10.156 -8.266 —-9.691 -13.002
(-1.094) (-1.427) (—1.094) (—1.408) (—1.844)
PRC -0.061 -0.026 -0.034 -0.006 0.037
(-1.421) (-0.639) (-0.838) (-0.152) (0.765)
RDI
USA -0.308™" —-0.258™" -0.352"" -0.289™ -0.218"
(-3.452) (-3.921) (-3.517) (—4.423) (-3.626)
PRC —-0.148™ —-0.145™" -0.145™" —-0.143™" -0.141""
(-9.934) (-9.756) (-9.853) (-9.751) (-9.650)
ALR2014
USA -0.064 -0.060 -0.066 -0.061 -0.044
(—1.465) (-1.423) (-1.507) (—1.483) (-1.050)
PRC 1.747" 1.750" 1.743™ 1.755™ 1.778"
(5.552) (5.551) (5.525) (5.561) (5.625)
LNS2014
USA 1.621° 1.685™ 1.651° 1.665™ 1.769°
(3.097) (3.323) (3.174) (3.379) (3.444)
, PRC 0.170 0.167 0.167 0.166 0.167
R
USA 0318 0.351 0.322 0.388 0.330
PRC 1.417 1.416 1.417 1.419 1.416
DW
USA 1.80 1.844 1.77 1.794 1.873
PRC 33.843 33.199 33.317 33.045 33.270
F
USA 8.540 9.929 8.72 11.611 9.035
PRC 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Sig.
USA 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

T BTN E, S RRAE S%IKCT R R ERDR, BORDRIE: AT TTREH.

(2) BEFEHAMRE ALR

FE 53 08 v B v R B A A A 5% [ e B B A A AR REAT A Lk Bl o, o R R il B8 7 1 £
FRILE 5% KT T 3, BE 1 AR R R AR I, 156 [ R Al B 7 £t R A oR Tl i AR B 25

6565 o
(3) DIHE LNS
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TE 53 50l xof o 6] v BB A A AR R0 56 [ s R A DR A EAT 0 FL ok Bl U e, o 25 1 [ 0 R Al
BEITE 5%MI/KF T 38, BRI 7 AR & B ARG o [RUE S o B R Aol f) Al RASE R 40 T 56

St Lt HR 5 R [ s R A AR AR B AR AL [ R, T DA, P2 79 R A AR AL 75 21 ) R #6 Lk
1, WA BARIRRE ) A i, (R R s R B AL RE A AT 1) R {HARSE 0.318~0.388 2 [F], i 1 [
BB AL REA [FT ) R B ARSE 0.166~0.170 2 [F]. F2 B3 H mRHE MR AR B3 & R 4 v [ s Rt
FAAEA, HEWT R H3 AL,

2. B AP R 3N 5 5 Al B BE T 1 8 R A

Hh 3 ] s R AT A BN B 38 5 A B IR NI K IR A7 AR B A DGR R, SRS A K
HKRR AFAEREM KR, RILA SR B N5 IR AR A K B i, i thrse
P ] R A M ATE R BN R 5 A b K BB T 1 96 R o KA B SR IIRE AR 23 501 LA 2014 4R FE Al gl
HK R IR VENRAE R, AREGTERBNGREE RDIAENEZ R, A LNS fI% 7= fi % ALR /EN
FEhlAR R, AT HIRZ U, B E gk AT R A 2 [ 0 LU R (5 6).

Table 6. Relative result of RDI to IR of high-tech enterprises in China and America in different years
6. PESRXEAUAREFH RDI X IR EYILER

2014 4 2013 4 2012 4 2011 4 2010 4F
PRC 8.557 -5.207 -3.099 -2.109 -6.064
(0.324) (-0.198) (-0.117) (-0.08) (-0.230)
Constant
USA 37.121 20.779 40.577 30.356 21.353
(1.224) (0.742) (1.339) (1.057) (0.809)
PRC -0.338 0.822™" 0.598"™" 0.585™" 0.861™
(-1.093) (2.832) (2.086) (2.011) (2.535)
RDI
USA 0.099 0.564™" 0.002 0.311 0.673™
(0.278) (2.175) (0.005) (1.140) (2.988)
PRC -0.010 0.090 0.063 0.057 0.060
(-0.092) (0.852) (-0.605) (0.544) (0.579)
ALR2014
USA -0.394"" —-0.327 —-0.407"" -0.367"" —-0.343""
(—2.248) (-1.970) (-2.315) (-2.153) (-2.168)
PRC 1.056 1.367 1.382 1.363 1.581
(0.470) 0.612) (0.616) (0.608) (0.705)
LNS2014
USA -0.319 0.083 —-0.411 —0.146 0.030
(-0.152) (0.042) (-0.197) (-0.071) (0.016)
PRC 0.003 0.017 0.010 0.009 0.014
RZ
USA 0.102 0.172 0.101 0.122 0.227
PRC 1.735 1.756 1.749 1.727 1.723
DW
USA 1.578 1.583 1.569 1.591 1.555
PRC 0.554 2.831 1.607 1.505 2.300
F
USA 2.093 3.820 2.065 2.547 5.375
PRC 0.645 0.038 0.187 0.212 0.077
Sig.
USA 0.112 0.015 0.115 0.065 0.003

T BTN E, R S%IKCT R R ERDR, BORDRIE: AT TTREH.
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F g R moR, o E R A5 2 E R A E AR R Bk 1) 28 A S0 25 S 7 HIAFAE 25 5% 1
PL 2013 SEWF RN GEEE N H ARSI, A E m RS AR 26 58 RAE 5% IKE T B35 or, B
SEA R R AN N AR A, AR S RN O 7R HILL 2013 451 2010 SRR FNBRE
NEAER, EE B R 2158 RAE 5%IIKT R R AL, LHABSED TR BN N E
AR, A2 M OC RAN T T

HBE—2BXF LA 2013 AR R HNBREE Sy H AR 0 36 R A b 2R 1 (B AR Y AT 0 AT, XA )
RS S AT RS, IR R Al 5 56 [ R A kA AE A 72 i

(1) BERIBANEE RDI

Hh RN 36 [E s R A A R 55 RDISITE 5% 17K F it 748 & B35 RS, BAHSC KRB N IE,
AT HE T HH B H4 FMEGAE HS oz, [FR, 2013 SE AV BN GREE IR 2014 FEHENV G K287
AR, 5 A R S ] A AP R N B FEE ST A M N 38K S K R S R S 1, B H10 T HTL
FOT, T 2010 AE 4 2013 4F [ AV R BN GREE ST Al 2014 FEPENVI N K2 A T IR 2 5o,
FAHOG R BT T2 [ FHA R A DG R 8. DRIk, HEWT B o ] s R A AP R 33 N 56 B 6o Al K BB 77 1
AR TR T RE, ik HI2 oL,

W AR AR A 2 o elH 45 R A 16 RDI [B1H SR I 0l S SR FE R R AN iR
FERNEAR R, SRR 5%/KTF N R EROL, [FERES N IES, B4 KRN

B2y > Praons)

A 3 [ SR A BE HPE SO K 2657 BT T LAE I RSN ISR FEAN ], o 32 ¢« — 4 ARt
RAENFEM R R . R A AT A BN B [ A R A XA DG R o AT BT DAHE T HH o) w3 e
Bk, RN SN G —E R E N2 A B, RN XA e m A 4R, 1
2 Ja B VY AE I 22t R BN X — g K.

(2) E=HHE ALR

TE 53 IR ] v A A M AR AN 3 [ iy R4 A A AR HEAT 0 FL R (B, o ] 1 s R Al 55 7= 47
fR2AE 5% K T RIEE AL & R EERT . 26 B0 s A5 = 7 6 2 Y UGl T 5%7KF R
A RS, (HE A B 2010 SR IWER BN SR BN R AT RN, B K RAE 5% /KPR R
BT

(3) {MHAR LNS

TE 53 IR ] v A A Ml A AR AN 3 [ iy B A A A AT 0 LR BV, w32 7 [ 1 s R Al i
ANVFBEALE 5% 7KF T 2 A i i 48 B B A

GEA W RN GREEXS MV BRI RE IR ZE R, v DAHEIRT [ SRR Al ) 55 77 B e 3 A0 Al
FUBO T AOE S S AR T2 [, ik H13 A H14 o7

St Lt HR 36 1 [ s R A AR A [E AR AL [ R, o] DA, P2 79 i R A AR AL 15 21 ) R #6 Lk
1%, B R AR I FE AR . R RHE A REA [ A1) R ARTE 0.102~0.227 2], i E m
B ANAE A E ) R EIIKT 0.02. R W3 EH m R A S ZOR I B B R R AR A,
Wr H B 152 H6 BT

3. BURF RN B AP A A 3 2 5 0 R R 36

EH T 36 [l R A AE W 55485 58 Hh AR S BURT AU, BT DA 43 SUBE o) ob [ s R AL e AR 3R 4743
Mo WIRGETH AT R ER, o EBUR X ARG ZE S PEROR, RN ) BE i KAE R A s BT 21 5.8%,
B/ ME A BB P21 0.001%, “THME N 0.72%.
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Xof # AR BT A S ST, 4 SRR R BURF AN 5 A R B NGRBETE 1% 07K T 7710 E B35 IE M 56
KF. HAHE @R AR NGRE RDI 5 AR LNS, 577 5 fii % ALR ABUF MG FS P4 &
ZIAAAEAEFL R K R

LA 2014 AT R F BRI g BSOS AR S AU K RO R R
2014 SEAMVRF RN GREE R AR &, AR, BT 0GR FIBUR AN i A2 &, R SPSS19.0
BT Z 0 R mH, FES RN FS BRIENEZREAT AR 7). ERER, SINBUFAMEZE FS
Jei, R THER NG RDI Al e 7215 R R ROA FNGH 3 P~ IR 46 % ROE HIMARE 11 . IINBUR #h
Wi FS A& )5, WERINIREE RDI /£ 5%/KF T 8%, M 7 BERE e, X FotRB N GRE RDI
FVEN NG K2 IR, FE S AUE K RR Z 0 B8 RIEA T ER0 . 3R B BUR M VR R 35 3
FEAE IR R, AR H16 BT,

Table 7. Comparison of regression test results before and after adding FS variable

= 7. AN FS ZERIFEHEIIRIELERII L

ROA ROE IR RR
Before —11.234™ —26.743"" 8.557 —804.657""
(-3.040) (—4.446) (0.324) (—2.683)
Constant
After -13.587" -29.823™ 5.248 -831.321"™
(-3.772) (-5.018) (0.198) (-2.748)
Before -0.061 -0.097 -0.338 -0.252
(-1.421) (-1.377) (-1.093) (-0.072)
RDI2014
After -0.128™" -0.186™" -0.365 -0.699
(—2.896) (-2.561) (-1.126) (-0.189)
Before —-0.148™ -0.162"" -0.010 -0.778
(-9.934) (—6.686) (-0.092) (-0.642)
ALR2014
After -0.150 -0.165 -0.013 —-0.774
(-10.349) (—6.906) (-0.123) (-0.635)
Before 1.747" 3.233"™ 1.056 69.352""
(5.552) (6.313) (0.470) (2.716)
LN82014 kk kk Hokk
After 1.885 3414 1.306 71.035
(6.168) (6.770) (0.581) (2.767)
Before - - - -
FS2014 After 1.464™ 1.963™" 0.366 10.098
(5.096) (4.141) (0.173) (0.418)
Before 0.170 0.106 0.003 0.016
RZ
After 0.210 0.136 0.004 0.016
Before 1.417 1.387 1.735 0.484
DW
After 1.408 1.393 1.763 0.487
Before 33.843 19.740 0.554 2.610
F
After 32.799 19.424 0.479 2.051
Before 0.000 0.000 0.645 0.051
Sig.
After 0.000 0.000 0.751 0.086

e RSN E, PHRIRTE S%HIAKT N REAR, BRI AT,
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4. ARG S5EIN
4.1. ARG

AT 501 X rp BT A Ak AN 59 SR E T e R A s BEAT SR GE T M L A SR A AN
Z e RN, AR R ESBH A ITAARNRE 5 L SR AR R AR, B
XA B AW e G E SR AT A BN GR S b EN NI KR B IR KR, H
e H R AL AP IR AR SGR R O WY, (B r [ v R AR ML AT A BN 5 X Al B PN B
(RO Jo VAR BER T 3G A R s R M R AR I8 T 7s - B8 B (B3 R i sll S RT A b (10 i
ENEARFELW, MAERE R, XM A RE, 5 E BRI AT LA B E L,
ATV BT AARNZE S PR B o B i BBk i, SO IS BE 6 32 R E A FR N 55 BE T A b 28 R e 7
HIfARE I o

4.2. BISREIN

1SR s @B KT T Bl S AR N A B IR ke [ EE K A6 61T ) R

5, AR [k = E KR A B 1) DN e ARk S S U TR R, N 98 S G S A RO BE R AT AT
o ] 40 K 20 0 X B SR S H AR R R AR A 2 BT A i S e, % L 2R T RE st of — L R S
s A, R ORERE AL X BT R AR BORAT RS AL, (et R sl R IR 3 A N LS A 77
Ho, MAERERLTTE00E, 2Pt (B RIR 2 MEAR K RN E(2006~2020))
16 BUE KRR I B E QR M A, EEAGFEBUNEER IR ERTTmE “ 518”7 fEH. R
YA M, Rt QR M UL RS . ML BT BA FE R CIH I H . &5, R
HAZENA R TR PSP R R SR S8 TR A A N AZ WA S 1 H AR, B SR AR IR T e R IR
HIA FEBRsz i J R ZE NS PR AR SR ZENA D AT Ak, — 77 T 2 i 3 &
AERFRRBARRENA s T3 — TN ZE A T AL, B3 R s K se, InfRss I8 B
S HHEARGENT .

2. SR CORMRENE. IAREIHT

B, BIGIFRIASE, SIS AR EIHT RN, KA i A SR C B AP SOE PEAE T, K A EUBUR
NEE, TERA R TR QURT ) R SRS, HESIRE G0, RFT “ TR+ o K HE =54
ENFATIAFT R LA FLU, ST SCRFEAIEE, TR QUE 7, RN St AT XS A A
P QT SR Wt M FC LA, HESD AN IR B S B A 2 R R IR R & o 57 AT 9 3 1) (R SR B AL
BUL, SCELE S SRR N 5 Al i) 2 05 SRR AR J, kAl AT RTE T R O R A
WM ENZE, =, INPRERASISCEE, §RRSEBE . IR ER s o, 52 MRl 5 SR 2 5 AL
R, BRI, SRR E&MF N eNL BT BURAT RS, AN B Gr T B RS, ¥
JIARAT S e B0 B B3R Al B <R IR 35 AR KT, R SR AT BEAS B AR B, HESD BV AR B “ Sl aE sk
5 EHET

3. ARGHUTI NN “EIER+” BARAD b E g 2025”7

SCRF CHIRM+T L OUBI ARGV E . Sl e Sk Al 25 S AR G MR R LR EAZ S IR T
B W amEECE S YR L, HESPRAMRIE IR Y. SR T RS =R ST A IRE T A
G LB N BARFEIF A MAEM S IT AL . SCRfeg ™l “/” GNEREKE. @raiis
ST IME RN, TR RRE BRI GE L BNV, 58 3 A% Gt ML AL SCHE R 55 .

4. FRBURIT SIEHI 2GR, ANRERZ AT

DOI: 10.12677/mse.2019.83031 261 RS T


https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2019.83031

FLE, BB

e BUF A OB T] 5 4 i AR AU BERE T, IR RR ™ BUE BOR R 26 0% &R T 2 78 73
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BRI RE  EE, ORI S R RE

AV T5 T, FRE A 7 G A A PR A LA ML RO BR AR, e R EEANL A B BT AT A A R
MO, EIEERALE 8 AUH S I BRI G R . B A flk— 5 T ™ EROR 515G, JERCR S FL
gt ST L SE G A SR ST, BN ACRS RN, ST AL AR )
REST, BRSO U BB IR  [FII,  JRE AV AR B 06 Tt — 2P IR B A i SR, B
BRRA RS B B IBOR %4, 3T LMz I ROR B Z0ZHE 77 9F ST R .
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