Modeling and Simulation E1#515H, 2024, 13(2), 1050-1068 Hans X
Published Online March 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/mos
https://doi.org/10.12677/mo0s.2024.132100

T AHI2E B a8 FTBER R E R R

Reel®', T X, &% T, T

LT, i
R HRAT LA TR L, L

ks H . 20239 H8H; FHHBM: 2024%3H4H; KA HM: 2024F3H11H

H E

X2 R AAFRRERASNVRATHZSTZL, ARSI, BEESEAVAAE S EFRER R
P BEEE. BHEAERSMEEERAFNE. MERERXMERFXEBRE, RARE
BLEARAREL, M AERFSMER R BB R A T A F =AU R L B R&D BB . NV R&DIERE . 7=
ZHAEIESIE. HORG . EARIKREES . SRR FDI. NI\ M & 5V alF R 1)
KRR HALEERH: WESWRKDEE. FEHE/E/E. HWRIKEES . FDI. MBI Gl 3%
RAFBRBELN; BREESVHBUFR&DEE) . AI/R&DFRE . JHARIEE). HIRFERRT
ANV BN R R 2 A B E R, MR LR RE /7. FDINGIE ¥ BA BEMEIH .
o, RAIHRERER, EEZITBEEAMKMBUFR&DFEMERNITHEZE, HAMIR&DIEE.
PR EESIE . FDIRA AN VL AIFT R KMl &8 NS FBUF LR R BBt —
B IBUR PR R

XA
PramIsal, BIFTER, EEMMEEEL, PmER

Research on Influencing Factors of
Enterprise Innovation Efficiency
Considering Ownership Difference

Xiaoxia Jia!, Han DingZ?, Ke Huang?, Boyao Wang!

'Business School, University of Shanghai for Science and Technology, Shanghai
’Credit Card Center, China Merchants Bank Shanghai Branch, Shanghai

Received: Sep. Sth, 2023; accepted: Mar. 4th, 2024; published: Mar. 11th, 2024

SCEG| M PR, TE, AT, ERE. BT G A ol B R R R R T ). B 03T, 2024, 13(2):
1050-1068. DOI: 10.12677/m0s.2024.132100


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/mos
https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2024.132100
https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2024.132100
https://www.hanspub.org/

e %

Abstract

Considering the innovation efficiency has become the core of the enterprises to enhance market
competitiveness, there are obvious differences in innovation efficiency of domestic-funded enter-
prises, Hong Kong, Macao and Taiwan-funded enterprises and foreign-funded enterprises due to
those certain differences in property rights, structural mechanisms, financing difficulties, and man-
agement systems. In order to reveal the key influencing factors, this paper adopts the fixed-effect
panel model to analyze the relationship between the eight variables of government R&D funding,
enterprise R&D intensity, cooperation, export trade, digestion and absorption capacity, intellec-
tual property protection, foreign direct investment, enterprise size and enterprise innovation effi-
ciency with different property rights from the perspective of internal and external factors. The
research results are as follows. As to domestic enterprises, corporate R&D intensity, industry-
university-research cooperation, digestion and absorption capacity, FDI, enterprise scale have a
positive and significant impact on innovation efficiency. As to Hong Kong, Macao and Taiwan-
funded enterprises, government R&D funding, corporate R&D intensity, digestion and absorption
capacity, intellectual property protection, enterprise scale have a significant positive impact on
innovation efficiency. As to foreign investment enterprises, digestion and absorption capacity and
FDI have significant incentive effects on innovation efficiency. Moreover, using the threshold panel
model, this paper uses the government R&D funding of provincial administrative units as the
threshold variable to study the impact mechanism of enterprise R&D intensity, industry-university-
research cooperation, FDI and enterprise scale for enterprise innovation. We hope this paper can
provide a certain policy decision support for the government to implement the research and de-
velopment fund.
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1. 51§

e [E 5 15 [ D PR SR A SR TFTSORE BE AR, W51 17 KB 65 B ALl R AT B e b 2 P 22 5 i
Y, FEREPFATE AR R, RS REAR AR TS B0 =2 LR, B REE
QUEr QNI GBS T A T 10 51 88 [1] [2] [3], X FPRAT Z R8N H R 4 R 4L
B ey F Aok A R A QR SR AR M BT R WE . #5 2, BAE R S B ol AR R
BBIHTRE ST A AR TS R TR AR G R 3R, XA kg 5 A o A PR BRI 78 20 42 A R IS H
B R 22 3 %5 GBURT R AR A ) 28 3 A M B B 46 (RN ) B RBUSR S

MEB T2 PREANMES L —, BRI, SRS MEMEE . Qv
IS E Rl JEEA5F 5 Koompans B M A 5T B SR ACUS R (08 & P A BE 4 Y T B30T R IR E 3L
EEXTRIFEIIRIT SN B, FEASENEAT BN ARG DL, H U™ th SO B A R T Ao i
LRSS Al P CARRAZAIT FUR R A G5 AR 18 B e 3 BOIRAS 4] FISTIROGIE P BUE I 5 A P ReR R &, &
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B SR A A 5 3R EAA A A = BRI L i, K2 EE TR I “ EA A= R AR [5] [6]
[7], FRit b3 I — 2510 PRV AE T 5 A i 51 A i A A B s 1t f AR s Al S 2Rt ——
B ) [8] [9]. Ak, Bl GBI R UEAL, PRI S AR GHT SRR ¢ & AT I 7T
Pl BRI, AFEFTAE IR THLAMN . B EE ., S8 MBUFBERS T ZER,
S A R ORI A R AT AR 7 3K, H S 3O R B S R AR — € 22 57 [10] . Grimpe & Hussinger [11]
WEICR I, PO A (R R 33 NI B B 3 T b Bt il 52 4 B [12] 3586 3 [ 48 38 Tk A7 b 1 T AR 25
MR TE, A3 AN A AEHT = S R RN A = R G TR A SRS, i A AV AR AN KT R A
M EE R B ARG, A B g 1R . PhBete AN ERI[L0] A il P2 22 S A B, 18 FH s .48
53 #1(Data Envelopment Analysis, DEA) S AY il 57 H 8 8] 44 38K Hp 284 Tk Al (G058 8505, RN 55 Al
AR BB R TG TF A B AL AR & B Ak, {HH Malmquist & £ 5 1 G 8eE A8 shie Sk,
PN A M 0 7 B A 1 1Y R T R AR o e PR A [13] 0] LA AT A lb 5 BB A PRI FE Xt 5%, 25
4 DEA HEAURI Malmquist Fa 5072, 19 H G0N B AT M RCE BRI G # M E . SR [14] )
PGB B oS 7 DEA AL, W5 7 3 B A [ R Mk A b RS E A« BSR4 R0 R B ) 37 25K
R, FEWHZERIT TN, GERFH AL G T A AN A A R AR B I 1,
A AV AERI R NN R A B B R R B AR . SR A T 4= [15] R FH R 1998~2014 %4
VU BT ) A R AR, BFFC T AN R P v HE 0N, 45 R R IR A Al R o DASRER AN AR
BN F BT T, RS A G ORI, TR G B A AN AR B Al b T o E
R, BB ARIMERBOS AR . BRER[16]R A2 2R, M= RERAE, 2 7TEA .
BRE RIA 5 Al = e 0 A bt X S BT R AN Telvas HE O, A5 SRR E A A, A3 A A RS A
b AR T DX 3k B 38R 3R R AR UGB IR T, B kAL T EORY B O A, B i A
S RN o

2. el RIFEMMERANER S

ML AT R — B S SO AR, BT RS e R 2R 1) R RN SR A FEAS 1 AP ERIFD A R A
JRHEATIZSE . o, W EPE R NEREIHT . BORSMIIRIUIH A SRS =T7 1, AbPRIED Ak A5
WEE, s T BORIRE ., VR RS UL TR, dE—DHh, B R A AT TR AL O R (1 e e
K BRI BUR TR (R&D) B8 VA & (R&D)SEFE . P& 1E 1B IR 5. AR RE
HERPA RS XA B (Foreign Direct Investment, FDI). A MV EHEGX )\ Fh e bR R AL o

2.1. BIFF R&D #8h

20 {20 80 4EAX, B2~ 5K 3k HL = (Christopher Freeman) [17]7F (Technology and Economic Perfor-
mances: Lessons from Japan) — gt “EH RO AR IS, UL H AT KNG, 3T
E R FBUR FEHES) — B ARG H  BA B CHEEMEN . ST BUFANII LA Sk sgm, 24
5 TARIEE. ARLAZ G185 Fi 48 HBUM 55 Bln A HOR QT AR TH B35 IR R R 5,
BURT B By id i R kb i Mk B G158 B2 IR B AN 2 3G s A I T A RS R 1. S — 8 S R I,  BUR
R&D BEINAF TV BF R 3R TE . SRR B (1918 TS R I, R T BURF SR = X0 52 B Al B <6 FH i
B, WAL AIHT R = R AR . 257K SR [20148 HAEHI FE IR AR I OL T, BUR R&D # B2 id
ANV AE PRI . RRBERNFRAE[21] 2 P AXRIRI[22] FIAE R LU R&D % B2 x4l 1 357 2%
RIFRT P AEARE M . BB BNV AEAA S, A g R 2. FRIRMG (23] 43 LATR T Hh /i
A AR RS R, R IEBUR % BB FR N A A R R . g5 R ROR: BUR % BhBUR AR -
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2.2. 2k R&D JBEF

Al R&D 53 FEX QB AR KIS, AHICSCHR AT 2 A FEAS A4 A G5 1B AN F] o X MIRE 25 [24]F
FORBR EA S AEBR B gl BORAA 513t M IRIESEIT I RA IS, Revsdz il A 5|
EZRLAGHE R, FIREDIIEAR AN, 5RE MV, TERIRAEZ . 2= [FEE[25] LA
UEZR A2 5 it LT #4327 S BOR A MV B TEXF G, 7F 78 R AR MV AT A 5N AT AR A oIl 28 8 A Al o
Ko AT A . HEBAEE R MR, DO EAG AL N EN, ARG TR
I, WEARNE D RAELC[12]0E T o [ kAT M et SE A 8L A 7P AU b AT A N ™ A f A 5
M o

23. FEMEENE

“CAAAFAA S AL BE T R NSO AT S I BOR BT A R 7 AL SO BB
RIE XA EERM T, A5 SR BE T BT S 2 3R AR T 07 S 00E AR AR T 280 L 5 gt £ v
.o e RLLAE[26]0F TR I it A VR Ak AR G RE 07 A2 25 BOARAREE i, A R Ak RS A AL
HREGULIIIET o e IESE[27]WF U 7 200 R ARG A 5 L AT 56 28 5 B 11 TRy Sl A Lk sh A5 QB e 77 - (HAZ
) 2 e S5 [ 281 BT U R DL ST EL Bl R RE X Ak At A fi 26 S G BRI E L X6 Al i 37 R LB UR SR B2
SN o R FORESE [291A 7 S WA AR X Alb B B BE 0 I RE L R K M 5 2R, R 7= 22 45 1
X A bR B R R ] R AR T KIS R R R

24. HORS

H O B ae IR T R B RCR, ind Bl e H F, FAR IR 10 & B STk A
FOlHae 71, AAEMMA TSR, B “HOEHEe” A CH OfHe” o Buetoe [30]13E T Tkl %
5, R R 5 B LS4 r= R B M dE AR BHT . HEE AT 73 [31 28 T E Tk 4
MO B 7 R B, XA 0 Al B &k BE 1 B B IR FHER . XA A OB & 77 B R
fEsEE R, X EAE LA A J 3R TR B k. SR, #4053 O 78 R B 52 5 5% b A8 4
WA BERIL A< R Luong [32K A H EVR 4247k 1998~2007 FHIEHE, 78 AT A W E AT “ H 0
SRR o AERAE[33E T E 1998~2007 AL RIBE AN Tl A B s, A AT R B 1 3 AR e
FARAT I A B, WA RAR B ARAT W Ak B FEBIH R m A R
2.5. jE1LIR I EE

Cohen & Levinthal [34]3& T MO E K, K& BLAS MY IR CEE F7 56 Ml 5 AR JR 2 5 B A BB R
fiE, WRCRE 7 )5 5 AR R e s T B XS BRI E F K/ o 81 25 06 R0 S e A [35] DAFR [ 22 24 il i Mk AE
W BB AT 04T, R IAZAT Y RS B8 755 A b 30 /5 11 13 ke B AR 2 35 5 . VR 25 [36]
FET U IR I AT T R IR ML B 772 A lb N G158 3K 3 () O B R 3%

2.6. FNRFERRTP
Kamwar & Evenson, Schneider 2 \SZUEHF 70 R H RAE SR FERRY KT A BEXT Q87 72 AL B AR

Hl. Allred & Park [37] )& B 70 R BUFIR BRI 5 Ak GFT 2 18] IR A 193] “U” REAELME R &R, W
FAE[38TH I 1997~2008 448 IR EHE, SHE kIR AURS SRR BIFT Z AR &R, WFAL
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FIUIR R FI R BUOR T LA 25 3R i BT KT, BB R AT B RR P AL DR AS 200 B SR80 B R RO,
W TOE IR BURS A R&D AN . NRBANRA BAME. R Z BB 1 BURT A AR
ANFIAR BRI B S B AL A0 ML AR BN HIRE I, 45 RER W AR AN BCR AN FIR P BUR I R
REAR BEANE T AN, BN A AN AR BRI KIHRFF S EEROR, DR s WA AN
ANFIR = AL LRAP BRSNS RS AR LA 5, SR RN TR BRI BEBR A HIX, B A b
I R 388 AT A TR A BN AT (8 i, IR bR B s SR BT ML (Al BE O B

2.7. S EESB(FDI)

[l A 27 551 FDI ARG I R LI O AT Fe i 2, BB AL, ATk XA 2 1 2 i 7T,
AR R, B Bk, A EEEE Iy FDI X SOR BIHT % AN IE . A E AR
[40]2& TATIR 4 I A SRIRTARCEC AR, BB FDI SR T IR B BOR QIR U7 A2 I A2 #EE AT, H
LA AEPBKCPAUR AL IX =35 (1) FDI SR B RAONARVGESE . ST, A A 5238 kIL FDI 7™
A B A i EH A0 Al BT S RA A RN S 25 R o XIS WA R B [A 010 Y 2 1) T B AR SIHIE R 78
Bl FDI XS AR QB AF AL 235 5208, He T T RONAFAE U R B A AR A RAIE 2R B S5 [42] 5 T b [E 2000~2014
F 30 AN IR AR B , T UL FDI et DX sk B33 AR 27 ELX A o4 s G058 AR X 4R T P ) S e T
IRERHLIX, A B T4/ AR R P AR BT R A B AR

2.8. Nl FEE

RUKEE[ASIT AR AV B QR R A B WU E . AF LG44I R BOR kA
B BARQUH R B A B2 R R, H SRR R i MV U R E o TRSIH B AN S A 52 [45]WF FE N R dlk
RIS K51 R BRI P RAR S A Z5 IO R A%, BET ] L BRI . fNGLSE[46]48 i Ang 1
L R b RS Ak BT ST R 2B “ o R =R SC R

3. FRIFTAHIZE il I F R M E RASSHEMR
3.1 BRAMBERETEA

BT FRF N, BT R&D %, Mk R&D HRE . PEREAE . O S . AR
BEJT FRFERURS . FDIL A RIS )\ AN SR FU 0 25 523 P =l B A ol Ak B 87 2 R 1 e VE
HE— B8 B R . X B, LA ALE SR v R &, A AR R

INE, = B3, + 3, InGOV, + 5, InIN, + B, In IUR,
+6,INEX, + S In AB, + S5 In IR, + B, InFDI,, + 5, In SCA,
+8,In(AB, xGOV, )+ B, In(AB, x IN, )+ B, In( AB, x FDI,)
+B, In(IN; x IUR, )+ &,

XH, EARTE. BRE T, AMBELIEIEEE, GOV NBUMN R&D #il), IN il R&D H#E,
IUR NF=22it &R 1B, EX NI 5, AB AHALTRILEE ST, IP RFIRFEURY, FDI A5 HiE%
75, SCA NN, AB x GOV NI RE /B R&D BTN AE HLI, AB x IN AL RE
Ak R&D 58 EHIAC HLI, AB x FDI yH AL RIS BE ) AN A BLEEA B 28 LI, IN x IUR A4k R&D
SRS AR BRSBTSy NHERI, B~ B NFHE R, & ABENLIRZETI.

3.2. WIRBGLEARIE R ST
AW RIS N B Al s 5 W A MDA A 8 Ak = Fh T il Al BT SR e R &R . 6 T4

)
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MR SRAE, A TR G 2 AR BRPY . BEE. UK. . HRAMTEN 25 NMERATBUAN =
R Hl A BN s . b, dbat. R, Wb, 9. B VLOR. WHL. AEE. LK. S
By JOUGRIMER ARG (hPE. NS EAR. BRI k. YTVE. VRS LA RS A s
X; PN BEER. = M 4 DA NTEEIX . AR 6k DR & B8l B B ok DR A il
HH 5 T TR A B

J\TFE AR BT

1) BUN R&D FEEN(GOV). ASCHEUM I Bt Bk BRI FE bR 2 BURF 55 46 5 R&D & NS H; 2) 4
Ak R&D FEFE(IN). £ R&D #JEF XAk Ak R&D W& A1, AL 4 b R&D 2% A 5 HY
W 3) PP#HEAE I EE(IUR). ) R&D 2 9 A5 3 H i i [ P F FOATLAG Ay 45 22 A S HH BT o 1 LA ok
firs: 4) O SEXP). R G FNARER T B, AU Tl F 5= A ik
ANECENE; 5) JHARICREJ1(AB). FHTH AR IR 2 FIE R R i 9% F + R 51k Al + W ks 2%
R+ TS AR o FH AR BT 5 el s 6) Rl BURST(IP). S SIS ML, RT3 AL
A 2 GDP [ EL IS, 7) AR BRI (FDI). FDI ] R&D P %% FH S h s 4h e & Lu sl iH 52, 8)
A HL(SCA) . SCA F MV AE AR S B =AU E MR i . FE R ENRBR S 4R 3 1 PR,

Table 1. The descriptive statistics of main variables

F* 1 EETERmWRMEST

a5k ke Bl G ol SR
o BT e s ME T e e MR mee o BN

E 0.541 0.051 0.397 3592908  0.684  0.021  0.592 1935926  0.372  0.042 0.369 855584  0.567 0.063 0.518 801398

GOV 0.036 0.024 0.017 3592908  0.082 0.018 0.026 1935926  0.018 0.038  0.009 855584  0.008 0.047 0.003 801398

IN 0.014 0.004 0.017 3592908  0.016  0.007  0.014 1935926  0.013  0.002 0.012 855584  0.012 0.005 0.011 801398

IUR 0.007 0.002 0.006 3592908  0.010  0.004 0.009 1935926  0.006  0.003  0.005 855584  0.005 0.003 0.004 801398

EX 0.436 4.072 0.441 3592008 0.386  3.085 0379 1935926  0.437  4.061 0429 855584  0.486 3.053 0.475 801398

AB 0.422 0.081 0.409 3592908  0.405 0.063 0410 1935926  0.392  0.048  0.393 855584  0.469 0.041 0.447 801398

P 0.045 2.003 0.048 3592908  0.048  4.769  0.042 1935926  0.037 3.019 0.035 855584  0.051 4.029 0.048 801398

FDI 0.006 0.017 0.005 3592908  0.006 0.091  0.005 1935926  0.004  0.027 0.003 855584  0.009 0.016 0.008 801398

SCA 23.38 1272 2418 3592908 2583 1816 2635 1935926  21.95 1398 2216 855584  22.37 1.525 22.98 801398

3.3. BB

T A A ALY T DA S AT 0 AR A I [ AR T — 24 2 18] _E AR SR, R A 2 (8] 3 51 K
AL T B Tk FEA i 2 10 e 25 R8 3 — Le AN I 1) 3824 A AL R 28 7 i 5 5 22 UAH 55 1 3 2
AR R A A, ASCE S5 Hausman A 304 AS B8 145 15 [ 28N RS S BTN AR Y, 45 2R 1K) P
H9 0 745, JELAEBERE “ Hy tu 5Sx, 2 A 7, BRIV (8] 5 ROMAB AR XA AR T A K 84T B VA 6
Hk, T HARCEAL AR A7 AR T RE S BOSR AR A A, P AR O [BDRILE, MO AT i e RO AR (=]
T, T B AR AR AT P ARG SG,  R ARG . X EL, R LLC ARG AN I1PS A6 56 X5 A AR B 1Y
SPRRPEREAT 00T, RIS Rank 2 5k 3 Fs.

422 M 3 [ VA R IR A AR e A E AR B B s, R TIARCE 2 PR AT i i —
A, FEAREHRTEAR N 2 IR IS WK 4 FTR.
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Table 2. LLC test
% 2. LLC &%

fR R P B4l R E A AhBE il
InE -12.4328™ -14.6389™" -14.2092""
InGOV -16.5152"" -10.4924™" -13.1593™"
InIN -11.5665"" -25.0672"" -19.4345™"
InlUR -11.9238™ -16.8957"" -9.3684™"
INEX -19.8811"" -9.2937"" —7.6724™
INAB -11.0245™" -11.0245™" -11.0245™"
InlP -11.4834™" -11.4834™" -11.4834™"
InFDI -10.119™" ~11.3243™" -11.3243"™"
INSCA -6.2867"" -5.9408"" —5.6450""
IN(AB*GOV) -11.2659™" -11.1310™" -14.9155™"
In(AB*IN) -11.7142™" -11.6934™" -11.2986™"
In(AB*FDI) -10.1179"™ -10.1179™" -10.1179"™"
IN(IN*IUR) -11.8856"" -12.3610"" -13.0078™"
Table 3. IPS test
3 3. IPS 101&
fR R P B il R E AhBE il
InE —2.9950™" -4.9871"" -3.5632"""
InGOV —4.3267"" -3.4641™" -5.0086""
InIN —2.7450™" -10.9701™" -7.9064™"
InlUR -3.1847" -4.2618"™" -1.5789"
INEX —4.0073™ —1.5388" -0.0408"
INAB —2.7479™ -2.7479™" —2.7479™
InIP -3.6350™" -3.6550™" -3.6350™"
InFDI —2.2472"" —2.2472"" —2.2472""
INSCA —6.4548" -9.6060""" -9.9470™"
IN(AB*GOV) —2.7422" -2.8597"" -5.8929""
In(AB*IN) -3.2761"" -3.1721™ —2.9940™"
In(AB*FDI) -2.1036™ -2.1036™ -2.1336™
IN(IN*IUR) -2.5604™" -4.3316™" -2.5604™"
Table 4. VIF test
4. VIF K1
VIF M4l WG ARG AR
InGOV 1.12 1.07 1.42
InIN 1.08 1.16 1.31
InIUR 1.39 1.12 1.44
INEX 1.47 1.11 1.32
INAB 1.21 1.37 1.29
InIP 1.80 1.52 1.70
InFDI 1.44 1.40 1.47
INSCA 1.46 1.37 1.61
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M3 4 EERAT AL VIF #UNT S, BWIAR R (A AN AL 2 B A L
3.4. RBEPASEREREMRE

3.4.1. EFER
¥ F Statal4.0 X4 F s stAT bR A1), #I6ss Rank 5. & 6 Fios.

Table 5. The regression result of results fixed effect panel model

F* 5. BN EMRREEFER

R AR Wl R E W & il R AL ANGE Ak R
—0.056 0.250* 0.085
InGOV
(—0.058) (-0.131) (—0.096)
0.704* 4.361%** 0.602
InIN
(—0.400) (—1.409) (—0.696)
0.250* 0.366 0.131
InlUR
(-0.131) (-0.241) (-0.095)
-0.117 —0.054 0.099
InEX
(-0.114) (-0.076) (-0.071)
0.200** 0.505*** 0.605***
InNAB
(—0.085) (-0.152) (-0.147)
0.067 0.459* 0.118
InIP
(—0.094) (—0.245) (-0.147)
0.0963** 0.128 0.550***
InFDI
(—0.044) (-0.113) (-0.152)
0.209*** 0.296*** 0.052
INSCA
(—0.039) (—0.086) (—0.055)
—-0.601* 0.144 0.082
IN(AB*GOV)
(—0.336) (—0.133) (—0.088)
0.704* 0.220 0.529***
In(AB*IN)
(—0.400) (—0.205) (-0.151)
0.0963** 0.103 0.483***
In(AB*FDI)
(—0.044) (—0.120) (—0.129)
0.250* 0.366 0.130
Ln(IN*IUR)
(0.131) (0.241) (0.0924)
—1.656** -0.965" 8.044***
Constant
(—0.602) (-1.391) (-1.519)
Observations 289 289 289
R-squared 0.434 0.387 0.355
Robust standard errors in parentheses *** p < 0.01, ** p <0.05, * p<0.1.
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Table 6. The significant result of results fixed effect panel model
6. RN ERRE B4R

R R A5 A R Py Bl RS A HhgE Al
INGOV BUF R&D % Bl g vE ENTE
InIN 4l R&D 5 & 2% B ENTES
InlUR PR SR 2% ENTES ENTES
INEX HEO 5 NTE ENTES NTE
INAB AR R 2% BE BF
InIP HIR PR NS w3 NS
InFDI FDI vE ENTE 0¥
INSCA Al FAE e B NTE
In(AB*GOV) AL CRE 71 x BUR R&D %) 23 NTES NTES
IN(AB*IN) AR RE )] x 4l R&D #RE 2% NTE 2%
In(AB*FDI) THAIRIRRE ) % FDI BE NTES 2%
IN(IN*IUR) ) R&D BB x F=2EFEAE S B ENE S ENTES

O WHEAMN. Ik R&D FREF. PR A 1E . AL E J1. FDI Al R B8 R A
A 2w, MEUF R&D WBI. 05 5 A1 RR P2 B 37 5 A B A b 81 397 50 B i AR 8 2 .
AB*GOV. AB*IN. AB*FDI Xt #i3F LA IEMEERm, ¥ AB {4 GOV-E HsEad/r, BUH
R&D %t Hlyid i vH AL IR W B 0 il s e F= AR ARl s s AB AR INSE iR/, 4l R&D 5321
T B HAE AT AR S RE 0 TRI AR T QIR e P AR ARG ;- AB A FDIE B33 W4, FDI K-
T I AR R AT A RS RE T TR FE A BRI 80 = AR AR RE A o IN*TUR X B8 2803 7= AR TE ] AR AR 5
M o

@ WHEEe. BUF R&D %, 4l R&D FEFE. WHALIIKEE /7 FR = B3 R Al AR L
HREIEFEW, PSuba e, MHAMAE 5 FDI WA BE . AB*GOV. AB*IN. AB*FDI {5
Wi AR AN 2 ), BEREE IR & Bk i AB X} GOV—E. IN—E Ml FDI-E A R 1EH . IN*IUR
X BT R A R AN B3

@ Al WA RE I FAMT B R AR SR B B, A AR R AR X A B A
WAL AR . AB*GOV 22 AR #E 1), Hi2 AB*IN. AB*FDI M52, il AB Xt
GOV—EWHIATER: ABAEAIN-E 5844, Al R&D 58 B d i v AL R L g 0t B8 ek 7= A
FUREZm; AB {EA FDISE (385t Ay, FDI /K- BB F A1 AL IS RE 77 181 B A F 6 BB 3R =
AFRREEIA . IN*TUR X G137 R A s A 235

342 RWEMKRE
5 18 B T ARCHE (A S AR FR 1A T REAFAE ARV R AL, X HL, R RS GMM BERL 2 il oy A 4 i)
L, AT
InE, =4, + B InE,, + 5, InGOV, + S, In IN,
+5,In1UR, + S, INEX,, + B, In AB,, + S, In IR, 2
+0, InFDI,, + S, InSCA, + &,

1z H Statal4.0 B5F 24 GMM BB FEAT MBI RIS, 25 B ank 7 Fos:
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Table 7. The regression result of system GMM model
7. R GMM #ERIEFER

fi A RRAER IS W R E Ahi gl R
0.591*** 0.376* 0.358**
INE.q
(16.380) (6.700) (2.44)
—-0.035 0.414** 0.036
InGOV
(-0.720) (3.680) (0.460)
0.461* 7.046%** 1.023
InIN
(0.370) (3.680) (0.870)
0.051* 0.342 0.088
InlUR
(=0.278) (-0.410) (0.680)
-0.152 —-0.084 0.126
InEX
(=0.350) (—1.390) (2.290)
0.013* 0.619*** 0.775**
InNAB
(—0.430) (5.280) (2.470)
—-0.064 0.074* 0.085
InIP
(-1.560) (-0.410) (=0.720)
0.017* 0.143 0.135*
InFDI
(0.086) (0.600) (0.250)
0.050* 0.619*** 0.059
INSCA
(0.100) (5.280) (0.955)
AR(1) 0.000 0.000 0.003
AR(2) 0.867 0.897 0.223
sargan 0.1153 0.184 0.163

Robust standard errors in parentheses *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p<0.1.

R ] RN RO AN R 58 GMM B Bl U 5 SR AR LA, T DA HE AR (] )9 45 2R SR AR AE A
B AR, TS R B AL T i A R AR — 20, D] AT A e R AR SR 4R
PR B ANAFAE A [

3.5. GRS TL

3.5.1. BUFF R&D HREH(GOV) + ik R&D IBEE(IN)

S-Sy B, BURSCRRS T Z R IR T RE, e T BRI E B R I R R 2 G
RE RSN E RS, FEEA SRR BRMEE. figith, BUF R&D HHIE £
1ENE ALY BOEBDSEME A . IR G B AR B2 B A HEHL I I B TR
IR, OEmE XSS A, SRR E MR REZR, FTUFHEBUF R&D %)
FAY PR 3 INRHE A R AN o A AL AT R B R B 4 3R, B2 8 S EOR 1 BR W1 R &
Al R AL, U R&D W BIAI A, R&D B 0 A b 1) 357 R Ve A 72 A S 35 5
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35.2. FEMAENE(UR)

TSR, WAL S T 5ERABMRIHUE R & 1E T 6, BREEHEER AR R
Ak IR RS BB R, AR R R R PR AR AR . WS KIS RS, (EB
WERIRS, AL AIFHMNRRGEME, BRaEoIl, BREIERA, RIHQIHHER. R G w b As
WO ZE R, WHUR RN R SE R R, BUE SR AR, T A AR S B
GUIAAE R C R, FHIAN I 20T S QU S/ AN K

3.5.3. JHLIRWEESI(AB)

T AR WS RE 7555 = B i i (0 6 37 38 e 35 = AE AR AR IE ) s o AL 7E S KCSF RTE AR I BE T
RE SE A 2t R SRR B3 R T e A LB ™= 3 s Al BRI (107 B AN A3 DA KA A KK, 2 T
B, N—E B U, THATRIRE JT RE T IR e R B B AR BRI A 2, AR IR R AR R
AL A e R R QT R 3 R S R A

3.5.4. IMHEIERFE(FDI)

BEE AN I3 T, 3R P 3 Ak C i AR I H B B FDI 4RI T2, HAR. FHAKY%,
HH IR A QR ARSI, WM T P2 R A AN 5 R IA R 2 M 2. A% A RHS A1
HTRES T AW TR AR P BURSR RN 563, AH BRI RSN I E B, 76 FDI ZEARE
FURY 5 A 2B 07 Jo T B R [RD B, RE 68 2 kAT BRI AL, 7= S R 4 AR AT S AR
FTHMBIH R . WG T RET RS WA S, RGN FDI PR AR B RARE R, K&
A IRRHEIE R XS T fetE, KUk, FDI SHSER G E AR Ba B m. Mg e
B BSOS R R L5 AR BB R IR, X FDI 51 & BB ARt Ae s e b g A i B S ), K
BEAK T BAR BT SA, A% B (1078 BB R 2 W) S50 48 FLRB IS B2 08 27 ST R I FDI BN R I A 72,
FETHE S RHE AR R .

3.5.5. MHHE(SCA)

P B RIS & BT AL RIS OR, BRREBEIR 51 E 2% 4. HOR. AA SRHEAIHRIE, § R85
Alb R T 0, TR E TN . MU RS K I T3 38 4, Ul A R Al 3 5 T35 3 3)
BT R BT, AT R R K A3 Aok, FEAR B 78 K Pyt 1) A A (R /), eV 5%
PR IR A G B2 R R B R, XSO BCR B (R EH

35.6. HABRS(EX)

H R G AR T . SRR A as AR, 5 56 9 B BRGS0 A B R <
USSR o FEHJR N, —J7 T ] REdE T P 58 Al xd 4052 52 I Bl R & 57 R K FAR IR E, ek 5] it
eI RHE AR, 55— 77 H AT B FEAS R BT I P B At m) T I R X A5 Sk 5%, anoid TSR
B AN AR, H AR FERE N AT E, BORSPEAKR, T ale)
Bt L.

3.5.7. FRFEBURIF(IP)

FIRPE BR3P 2 A B R SR T g R, R N R T R E AL 5 A%
EPSL, WA REAMORELSIBE. LU, HERFARHUBE R 306 T AN AR . R 28 i A
PG BT AR BNAS, WD T 1 BRSO ER, BAS T P B B R 4R
Tto WA T AL A BIETCRAR, WA B AR AU AT DA 4 R A, BB Al B 3 B A 4
B B RS, SR A R B 8 Jr . AN AL AE KBl AR R B S5 3h, BoR T 3% BO #ii
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K T B R = B HUAE DR B SR AW A, BEAR AR B A BT A R, X G137 R R A0
B B .

4. I THESS R A9 SEUERSR

BURF R&D % BB H 24 1E B AR G T &S S AhE T S B i kR, R BURBUR
FEME S AF R — M TR, BEFSOWERIR, BRI QPSR A, T viiE
FLE, SCHMAE BRI TE . (ERBUF R&D Bt Bl 44 sk Al A5 250 (1 52 [ B 1 11 5 44 Sk Al
BEARQNHT =B B, WA AN FAAT N RIS . BB F ATA f LA AKCE . KU KCE
SAFBUN 7 B X B FEE FEAMIF, SEEUF R&D REIX AL G 3R A 2= Ttk e . K, gt
—BARREBUN R&D T BN TN, DU KRB (R R A BUR R&D BT B, DR A8 dal Al = A
JR AT BUR R&D 5 B A R AT LA VA
4.1. Hansen [ JHSE VA& S

Hansen [ [l 9B A ik an

Vi =Xp +6,0 <y

Vi =X[f,+€,0 >y
by AR R, x AN p* L MERAR R R, o TR, TR o (1R AR AR R
AREAEIAT 20, DA TR AR S 1 IR DA Y R B e I 4T

ARICEF LS A TTEBUT R&D ZEEIENT IR, 2507 T ik R&D HJZ(IN). P22t E1E %
(IUR). M BB 55 (FD )AL AR (SCAYX A b A3 A (B) s ML, g 0 Th AR I

InE, =6, +¢, InIN, (GOVit < ;/)+a2 InIN;, (GOVil > ;/)

©)

4

+6,In1UR, + 6, In FDI,, + 6;In SCA, + ¢, @

InE, =6, + o, InIUR, (GOVit < 7)+a2 In IUR, (GOVit > 7/) 5)
+6,InIN, +6,InFDI, +6,InSCA, +¢,

InE; =6, +a, INFDI, (GOV, <y)+a, InFDI, (GOV, > y) ©)
+6,InIN,, + 6, InIUR,, + 6, In SCA, + ¢,

InE, =6, + INSCA, (GOV, <y)+a, InSCA (GOV, > ) @

+6,InIN, +6, In1UR, + 6, In FDI,, + &,
Hr, E ANBBEASE, IN. IUR. FDI. SCA NI ISR, GOV NI THLAr&.
4.2. BIFF R&D #EBhEYI RS R A58

B, TEMEBUT R&D BRI I R&D 8EE, P2 #WHA1EJIRE, FDI AV AR M A 75 T TR
BONE, DA RCEARAET IS, TR — BRI T IR (B . AR SO e X T I e s — Al A7 /E X
IHE S AFE = E RIS O0E — AT S . Hodr, — T TR IS B AR % Ho A “BEBS TG T THE RS, 4%
P Ho o “BEBOR s —TTHE” , DASRHE.

42.1. RHEEA
S YAV AT EBUR R&D 5 BT A RN ARG 56 45 S n e 8 Fiom .
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Table 8. The threshold effect test of government R&D funding for domestic-funded enterprises
52 8. MBI AT R&D EENRYI T R A8 38

P1H IN IUR FDI SCA
B TR 0.0000 0.5367 0 0.5267
XU [ T4 0.9000 0.6100
ZH[H

ghi FAE S — [ DR RO F AL INA F7AE B — TR 0O FABLI YIS

IR THE 0.1152 0.0619
BB X 8] (0.1082, 0.1152) (0.0517, 0.0621)

KA Statal4.0 #BA4-flitHiZ A%, Bootstrap ¥ B A 400 K. M 7 HIkEISE R el &, Pl R&D %
FE(INY AT THE AR A BNy, B T THERG 36 70 p {04 0.0000, 7£ 191 & MK T BInge m i, #5248
B Hy B B — T THERON.” 5 U [T THERE 3G p (B4 0.9000, AN, FrLAIE4a 8B Hy “AiRl
XLETHE” , B JRAR Y Ho “BEAUN B — [ THE” o BUM R&D % BN/l R&D R B — THE R [ TRR
J90.1152, [TPRAGHHE K 95% B 15 [X 1) 42 AT A ALLSR ELR 36 G5 1+ B A /N T 5% 5535 7K T K B S8 R4 i
X ], o 95%[1 B 5 [X [7]44(0.1082, 0.1152). AR#E[THRMEASEUN R&D BB K /N7 A 0% Bh R AS
GOV <0.1152 Flfm B BB GOV > 0.1152 « FDI RUN[EIFE 2 5 — [ THE &N, Bt DURRE 1A A 71 0.0619
RI43 AR % B GOV < 0.0619 Fl % BIFIIE GOV > 0.0619 o P Ml 24 HF& 4 1 B (IUR) 82— T
MRS, p {HA 05367 A3, FTLAEZ B Ho “BEAIEI THERN.” o L HIBL(SCA) 5 L AR A,
o8 285 AR | TR L8

422 BRegHEMSN
S HEMR & P AV AT BUR R&D % Bl | THE R SRS 6 45 S n 42 9 Fiow .

Table 9. The threshold effect test of government R&D funding for Hong Kong, Macao and Taiwan-funded enterprises
2 0. BRABBE B R&D HANAI TS N4

P1E IN IUR FDI SCA
B 0.0033 0.2314 0.0633 0.0300
MU [T 0.0600 0.1000 0.2467
=HE M 0.8967 0.9633

ghR AFAERE [ TR R0 FARL AFAERE [ TR 20 AEAE . — [ IR 350H

IR A THE 0.0136, 0.0155 0.0136, 0.0155 0.0155
RURE[X [ (0.0129, 0.0138) (0.0136, 0.0138) (0.0146, 0.0155)
(0.0139, 0.0155) (0.0139, 0.0155)

9 WA, AR S, BUF R&D BEBI(GOV)XH4l R&D 5 E (IN) 1) | JAl 250N 46 56 45
SINTUIR, B TR RORIARL G p B 0.0033, 7 10%[1) 52 35 7K~ L2 52 & BB L Hy B s — TR 7,
AL SRR Ho “BEBUAAELE T THERN.” 5 WU T THERT SR 25 5L P {H% 0.0600, 7E 1%[M/KF HRE, #5%
PR Hy B A7, TR R ARG Ho “BIARUN B — T o« =8 [ TR R I 45 v p (A
0.8967, #ZJifRi Ho “HIBUNXCETHE” , EASEME Hy “BIBCH == T . HIbLrfE, BUF
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R&D 7 B(GOV) s £ 7% £k R&D 5 & (IN) A RUEE | TH 3508 o JHL 00 [ R 280 11 1T BR A8 4331 4 0.013
F110.0155, {1 95% (1) B A5 [X 8] 43 51 4(0.0129, 0.0138)#1(0.0139, 0.0155). A& I TBRAE K BUMF R&D %
BRI o0 A 0 B RIARE, o 5 % B RRRRT o3 B B AASE . X6 P 2 A 4 1 B (IUR) B T TR S A 36, o
— [ THESON p {2 0.2314, 252 5 R Ho “BEBTEI TR ” o FDI 5 TUR ZRALLE XUE [T AR RIS o Xof £
AP AR (SCA) IR S S, B — [ TRERSIAG p {8 0.0300, 7E 5%HI/KF 535, 2 &BARBE Hy Bl
NE—TTHE” , XE RIS RARE, M2 R B Ho “BEDY R — TR .

4.2.3. Spstl
Xt A B VAT BURF R&D ¥ B TR R8N AG 56 45 R in 2 10 BT o

Table 10. The threshold effect test of government R&D funding for foreign-funded enterprises
2 10. ShEAEAT R&D HENHY I THE R 16

P1H IN IUR FDI SCA
FL— I H 0.0200 0.0199 0.1000 0.7067
X [ 0.6900 0.0267 0.8433
=HEHE 0.2900

g N AEAE B — TR RS, AEAE XU I Ak FAE B — TR RS, TEl TR RS

I IRt 0.0331 0.0013, 0.0938 0.0013
BN IX [] (0.0323, 0.0333) (0.0007, 0.0013) (0.0007, 0.0013)

(0.0877, 0.0994)

10 R AMEAVBURT R&D T B I TS AT IG 45 . AR, Al R&D 3 B (IN) 1T 00 2 B —
FIRE, BT TAEAS THE 0.0331 HIRI A B AR GOV < 0.0331 i % B AL GOV > 0.0331 . X =24
A 1B (IUR) & XUEE [ THEAS RS, [ THE A5 TH{E 23 79) 0.0013 F1100938,  H Rl /» AR B B3 . rp4s 5 B
PR 7o B B = b . U R&D W Bh(GOV) Xt FDI 1 TAl R A% B — [ TR, T IHE{E 4 0.0013, S Aisall A
BE(SCA)TE T THE RN o

4.3. BIFF R&D #EEhI 1M R B0 T4 R

431 AL

AR 1R 0S4 56 A T T BRABEAS T, AN SR B — T TR B AT U R&D 3% Bh(GOV) % P 5 Al
R&D 3% (IN)FI FDI fE£E LRI . 7F L4l R&D 3 (IN) A [ T AR AZ A, Boostrap ftitH 15—
FRAE A 0.1152, DL FDI NI IHEARRBEAZ I, AR —TRRME 0.0619. PAN B AXT R, BUMF R&D
TR ARG B — IR TS5 R an e 11 B

Table 11. The threshold effect estimation result of government R&D funding for domestic-funded enterprises
= 11. AEDABAF R&D HENAYITHE R it 45 R

GOV [l IN FDI
6.135%** 0.145%**
L-GOV
(0.724) (0.0369)
-0.0248 0.0912**
H-GOV
(0.216) (0.0368)

m
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TEZ 11 H, GOV [ THEH 1) L-GOV FRHZ LT B, H-GOV FIRM& vt B, £l R&D
SREZ(IN) Rl THES RS, IRBEBIRE T, IN I REZIERZER, RIMCHEDRAR IN XL A
AR R AT 1E ) 2 3 OO ROR BRRN N 6.135. TME R B T, IN AR EEN,
K IN XAV AT A a5 B E RO, BN R 4005-0.0248, UiHEUN R&D Bkt A B All
R&D #EMIIHT R B A H AN, BB BURT R&D B BRI T4k R&D i Xt A H %
MEEFt . 1M FDI 7EAR BT AR, RECERIREE R, SR FDI X QI R BA i H B35
Wi s 7E R B BAUERS , FDI X BB 8GR AT BA 23 1 IE BRI RN, (H R AR/ H B P BT T RE,
Wt B Bl BT R&D Bt B AR K132 iy, FDIG AL BT AR IR AR F AL T R Bt s, RIMIRHIUEE 3% Bk S
FAFT FDI X REH R 52Tt

432 BREFFEIW

FHBUR R&D % Bkt &5 ¥ Aol R&D #2E (IN) FDI RIS L HUASE (SCA) I [ THE RN 45 51,
RS TR RS IN AN FDI AR AR ARG Th 04, SR S — TR R XS SCA HITTHERS T #r. FLTTHE
RN THE5 R AN 12 PR .
Table 12. The threshold effect estimation result of government R&D funding for Hong Kong, Macao and Taiwan-funded

enterprises

% 12, BRAHMUER RED AN M HER

GOV ['1H IN FDI SCA
5321 %% 0.0922 0.241%%%
LoV (1.050) (0.0774) (0.0736)
4.481%% 0.0158
M-GoV (1.072) (0.0795)
5.730%%* 0.130% 0.33g%%*
ooV (1.038) (0.0748) (0.0660)

fE4 12 1, L-GOV. M-GOV Hl H-GOV 43 5l 7~ i B B w85 52 B RIS B B RIASE . £E X
IN FIA T2 SR, =R B REOE M B3, R G BN S, BEEBUT R&D 7 BRI
PIFETE, INXHOIHT A MR IR 240 T 2 WU RIRAS . (H2, BEE BRI ER T, REH /NI
Az, HILE “U” BIOCR, IN XFEIETSER IR e /NG K R G B BN R&D Bt Bk T
EENRUBOIRAS S, FDI XA R s ma (T AR, SHA T = BB, FDI a5 8E
MISZIATE 1% /K N3, KB FDI X037 R i g2 b 08 Bh R h K 20, UG BB T A &
FZRNRE . BUNER R AT . SEBUF R&D 1 B A TR T FDI XAk G H 3R 1)
M. fEBUN R&D BRI R sgma , ARBEBIRIAT, AR 2803 (1 52 0 2 22 A 1m)
e DY A DR LA 3 IR s, LS 2R A BN I BB 1 AR, 1 B B A EURT
R&D BT BIFIBL [ HR 7, SR 6 B Al 0 o RS 00 397 254236 R S e 7 A 7 38 5

4.3.3. Spsxdl

FRE AT ST TRE R B RS I 45 5, A& P BUR R&D & Btk R&D #2 (IN)FI FDI 5% FH 88— Thl
PR AT AR LR PE BT 00T, X P2 22 A 0 B (IUR) SR XCEE [T R R R R AT 1+ B o Mo LT TRl 380y A 7Y
7% 13 s
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Table 13. The threshold effect estimation result of government R&D funding for foreign-funded enterprises
5 13. M EABAT R&D HENAYITHERI R it 45 R

GOV [ THk IN IUR FDI
1.339%%* _p 350 -0.0418
LoV (0.449) (0.872) (0.0651)
0,579
M-Gov (0.143)
4,104 0.0481 0.0573
mreov (1.113) (0.406) (0.0406)

BURF R&D 5t B ab T AU BRI A BOIR A I, AR B3 Abalk R&D 5 (IN) X BT R85 (S 44 B 4 25 1
i, HBEHBUF R&D BT SE e, fom R i/, RYIBUG R&D BB INAT AT IN X451
WAL BIH AR R A B S AR D (UR) IS5 SR, fE B RARIY, TUR XS 61
BRI R ER, PAEEIIEIRT, AN IR R, AT RS, RARE. 4
R E VR RECH W, FEBUT R&D BEBNUBLAIIE N, TUR Xl G AR fszm L 8LE “u” f4. FDI
fIfliit g Reh, BUT R&D BEENMIALHARE] R AR, FDI XS QU AR s A B2, MARBIIAZ L
H, ORARTT AT L B B BB 80, FDI X BT R f U RORAE 52T

4.4, BERIMETTL

4.4.1. RELA

FT AR SHIE S MR Y], BUF R&D BEBIXT A 5 k. R&D 35 B BIHT RS ™ AL F5 AR, {HX) FDI
I GLET RN IFAFEAESAE . BARRIUN: —J71H, BUF R&D BB flk G BOR 7 AL Bl 8 RN,
HIVBURF 5% B AR S A5 Aol 3 ot HA BRI 7a 5K, S QDB AR i, Bl BUFT B A AR A
P, XA AEBFHN . 55— J7 M, BURF S8 KB S IR I 0 BoB, 18K ik A Al i 5
RAT . B RETRIEH LA 1 BB Z AIAN e 35, 0 ARG R Al it S ALAT N3RS BUF R&D
B, AT REES), SEEUR R BISHRAIR 9. WO, BUGRARYE B A RO KT, &
T B P B A MBI A B < S, FRINE PR R IR B X, SR b BT R e, Aok
PRI A B TR AL, BRI RECKE AT A B 0 7 55 14 X AR

4.4.2. BREFEE

BT RNASGUE BRI, BUF R&D BT & 55 ik R&D 56 B 1 B R AR 1 U " AL,
X FDI R T R0S A A MV U ) BB HLRBAT IE et R o IR & B AL QDR AR IR, FEEZ W
HUF R&D %W, RIFBUR I GIFHEsh /M Nk RIGTER, SEhBUR %40 RF, BE
SRR G A . IR G B AIHRCERAC, BERs) 8=, X BUR & 24 KR A BB, B
A XA MY R A, 1 5E SRR & B Al A RO DL O, S BT O A, R I S S U
R&D Bt A@ M E B BEALA, B R WI A B AR R AR 9

4.4.3. SpgEdil

TR SHE TR, BUF R&D RBIXH Al R&D #1617 RN A 1E [y B AE . %
TUR [R0FTALHI =48] “U” BLggm, 6 FDI QT 0N I T TR T 45 SR EAN B3 . X Ui i 5H LABUR R&D
WEMEILN, SN HER RSB, BRI E A, SR RHL RS 7. X4
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T AN ESH AR IR, BURF 5 ZET X A 53 lb i i 55 b BRI RS, AW B A b B 7
BE, SEfEEE RIS, BRG] AN AL AT A WA R A

5. GRSRE

B, ASCsAEE SRR, FRTEUF R&D %I, A S )\ AN EE B baoxt = R T i 4
B RCRAIME RN . ok, FHE—2, DUBURF R&D %EBA T THEAS &, A R&D #8724
HAESIEE . FDI AL UL [ THE AR S 45 1F B o b BB ORI E FRCR, N BUR SR Kk 9% BhiBUR $2
HSEEMN. MR-

1) BUffR&D %8, AN R&D HBEE. P2 GAEIRE . R T WHAIRE JT FIE = BUR
FDI. ARV )\ A5, JH AR ISR o0t = i A i S B A b G157 Bk 3 A B B35 TR Ml R, 17 HY
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