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Abstract

Innovation is the driving force of economic development, but the resource allocation scheme of
the existing capital market usually focuses on profit maximization. The financing constraints of
science and innovation enterprises are difficult to solve. Therefore, this paper takes 34 enterpris-
es with large weight in the Science and Technology Innovation Board in 2023 as the research ob-
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ject, evaluates the R&D performance of enterprises through factor analysis, determines the can-
didate enterprises for public funds to invest in the Science and Technology Innovation Board, and
conducts investment combinatorial optimization through nonlinear programming, and obtains
the scheme for optimizing the allocation of resources of the Science and Technology Innovation
Board. This study is beneficial for public funds or other national investment institutions to invest
more funds in enterprises with higher levels of technological innovation based on balancing in-
vestment returns and risks, thereby incentivizing relevant enterprises to improve their innova-
tion level.
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1. 5|15

TR L5 HISE K B A AL AE SRS AEF , TRMEIBR (R HE TR T 65T BK 30 & e 1R T i AR 5K A
W TR EL, RTEILA BRI AL BT R E 2 B R A TN AR — 25w E . RIS GNERAE, 3k
AR Z LR N TR EWEZ . TR SEERECEZOEA, SEREIEAHILE .,
P\ AT R R IR B A . RHEIAR B HE B A 805838 T RIEFO A AR I ik &, AR T4
A lbd B AT ik ot H R AR R /7, AR T IR SRR R R (B A, 2021) [1].
TRV LR E 2 B AR AR S A T BAGE TS 5T, BRI REE T REFEIME, WESERILR
H, BB, 2 A BRI, XRIE S0 R R AR R E IR HESE I (R el%, 2023) [2]. THI
XFRHIA R A 2 BAA W IR B H , A CH R IR B 0 H AR IR AT S il BT IR G B 1)y AR AR
B, (HR SRR T A EIRAE A — A A A SR AC B AL LR R, 0 T SRl 7R &
FRRIE 5 38 DA 5008 2 R B OG RO 0y, YONTESR B AR Hp B 2 s 2 RS 01 H 3R i 5
JITife £ Bt LA 1R RS RVHICRE 7, TR A3 B 2 — PR CE AT XU, S5 S0 ot (P 2Rt b, 150 58 4 4 OO 2 i
KAk RS F /MU AE R BRI B H bR (R 5], 2006) [3]. BhAt, BEESE MR AL S8 1 o 2s
Xof R E G 5 T 3 e b e, AT I A48 B R0 DR XU A 9 e A S [ A e 43 B KU B A )
Pl Mo EAiEE LR R A 0. BEAh, BHOIR A (RS B8 S 2 i A B K
AR T ISR R SRR G R R AR RS RAIE, R 0 IR 5 WA ) <6 R 5 R G 1 7 R X B
ARV (¥ SCREAE AT PR, AU ARL il A S A BE /3 T o5 R HE P T R (B AR Bk 5 2022) [4]

N T A B AR T 3 B G SRR s R R R R, BB AR B S E e RO B R I
AL H A%, BUEBUR AT DO A Sk S s E R BN, LATFI 7 adh i 55 5t 4,
NEARGTARMPEIAR TS SCHF . ASFRES X T R IR AR S A /I TE 58, RS B0 ff by o ] K e R 8 7
WIS, DT 5% A 77 37 6 B8 AR5 55 TR HA B Al 45 B I A [ R KA R (1 48 G Ut (W £
&, 2020) [5]. HETEMER AN MR G F S, MIAGFEESN RG], FWHILN 40%. A
FRGWRN S SRR S KBTE, & IPO ZEM AN 27% (HHUEIF RS 4 A4 1%, 2023) [6].

R, AZEFE SRR 80t , B S E A R QT K, AT 204 - A 0 i i £l
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IR G, B AV F5e N 5 7 8GR (AT RN %5 52, 2009) [7]. N T BEEHBE A0 K & 8k,
8 B A T 37 B 4 b SCHR R AR G Al il B 5 R R R, A SCE Y5 0L 2023 4 5 AR T 34
FREBORI AN TR G, M TP R Sk febrik &, IR 5 20 ok 4ol i & S 3ot
HAS5r: NG, R BT &SR G TET, E BT IR G AV B E A E A A SRR 1
PRHIR kA e, BT IR R TR A A, B EHEG AR . AR
B3 CLEIHT SRy v o0 SN R AR 4 il BRI B R AL, (A A B3 A 4 At [ SR AL R LA AE AL
IR G DR P d B S O A0 A4 5" AN s <7 N e S =110 1o AP s 27577 2 i o | & e =R
IKFo

2. BRI LS E T2
2.1 MEMESOTMN IR ER

AU RIBER SR BRI, M T “4/N - 7217 PR SRGFI R R IR 1 Fos (W6
LA, 2021) [8]. Hrr, WERIIA. WEA N —ZidEbR: WERBRABE K B8N TEABA S
EEDRN LS Xy BN R Xon BN SUECR B Xos WA HY B0 55 (0 a8
B X gn AN Xoo BT XKoo

Table 1. R&D performance evaluation indicator system

* 1 MEASHOFNERE R

WA A
WER N B WA 5 UV INA T B VoI X Bl
BN LR Xy HE X, o AL X, S Xy ° B X

2.2. KMO FIEFF4F Pk ERIE AR
w4 2 fion, KMO BURESE i 0.611 > 0.6, EVEFFIARARG 5675 H 19 S 2 14 0.000 < 0.05, A,
AT BEE ST R T T .

Table 2. KMO and Bartlett sphericity test
= 2. KMO FEBHFF 4Bk E 1010

KMO HUFEE UM = 5L 0.611
AR T 41.074
B R F Rp BR T A 6 H 15
WEM 0.000
2.3. AFER

W5 3 FiaR, B/ 3 AEIr AT ZE K R R TE L Ik 76%, W AT EEAR TP T S HIE R,
RAMIER SR PIERLRETT 3 N e — BT Foy 38 E W T Fou B =FH T Fso

N 4 Pos, MR IERE 5 1 R AR B I D 8T, 32D 0 &% P AR I 3 28
— W T F TR BNSH X, BFE A BB Xon BN REE S H X FAABRHEG, TRES
W EIBERBN . SRR T Foy B =ERT Fa EIB BB Xay 1A Xoo EDLHAIE KR X R
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ABKIEAT, AR WA H .

Table 3. Total variance explanation

e Hy et
w Bt ST ) f@?ﬁ | MiF o PETA %) %ﬁ;ﬁi)
1 2.150 35.833 35.833 1.821 30.349 30.349
2 1.693 28.222 64.055 1.569 26.143 56.492
3 0.719 11.983 76.038 1.173 19.546 76.038
Table 4. Component matrix after rotation
2 4. HESEERIR S AERE
A ¥
Bl
F. F, Fs
RN A E SN ) Xy 0.898 0.165 0.086
RN G X, 0.766 -0.212 -0.300
RN G185 B X -0.601 0.366 -0.124
ToTE B2 0 Xy —-0.236 0.876 -0.044
§F)IE Xs 0.106 0.744 -0.453
BV X 0.007 -0.205 0.923

24. HEEEFHRISHEETHE

Wi 5 s, LR 1500 RBGEFEE N 280 DIsHELE AR B N B AR, TFRA LR T F.

Fou FalIf32r, MRUHARIT:

Table 5. Component score coefficient matrix

® 5. HABDREIER

FSER
AR
F1 F, Fs
RN E A ENSN E ] X 0.577 0.333 0.278
TRNREE X, 0.137 0.449 -0.170
RN ST S T X, 0.374 -0.146 -0.287
T = BVA Xy 0.016 0.650 0.259
HFNIE Xs -0.307 0.138 -0.071
ERIA IR S 0.095 0.191 0.883

F, =0.577X, +0.137X, +0.374X, + 0.016 X, —0.307 X,, +0.095X ,
F, =0.333X, +0.449X, —0.146 X, + 0.650X,, +0.138X,, +0.191X
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F, =0.278X, —0.170X, —0.287 X, +0.259X,, —0.071X, +0.883X

A RIE E R TR GG VN S BT R ST IBGH S ZR & T F #9755y, AT A F
30349 26.143 19.546
Fl F2 3
~ 76.038 76.038 76.038

BJa, W36 iR, FETLZEAMIPN RS, &Sk LS50 8T 7

Table 6. Ranking of comprehensive factor scores

F 6. ZERTFRIHF

izl ERTFRAES ERTRES ERTRES SERTFES HE4
688256 4.15 1.13 0.71 2.23 1
688180 12 0.35 1.84 1.08 2
688009 —-0.63 4.26 —-0.61 1.06 3
688779 —-0.27 0.21 3.06 0.75 4
688561 1 0.72 —0.85 0.43 5
688005 —0.49 0.12 1.91 0.33 6
688111 1.02 0.31 -1.02 0.25 7
688116 -0.3 —0.44 1.96 0.24 8
688538 0.09 0.33 0.35 0.24 9
688536 0.81 —-0.78 0.68 0.23 10
688521 1.35 —0.48 —-0.93 0.14 11
688223 —0.76 111 —0.14 0.04 12
688099 0.87 -0.5 —0.56 0.03 13
688599 —0.92 0.76 0.23 —-0.05 14
688012 0.08 —-0.05 —-0.29 —0.06 15
688363 —-0.49 —-0.05 0.57 —0.07 16
688187 —0.25 0.95 -1.39 —-0.13 17
688065 —0.52 0.11 0.1 —-0.14 18
689009 —0.03 —-0.19 —0.46 —-0.19 19
688777 —-0.01 —-0.29 —0.69 —-0.28 20
688036 —-1.08 1 —-0.92 -0.32 21
688063 -0.2 —0.86 0.2 —-0.32 22
688139 -0.31 —0.48 -0.21 —0.34 23
688188 0.09 -0.91 —-0.26 -0.34 24
688303 -1.72 0.23 1 —-0.35 25
688390 —-0.23 —0.74 —0.05 —0.36 26
688981 —0.28 —0.35 —0.62 —0.39 27
688008 0.42 —0.99 —-0.93 -0.41 28
688126 -0.3 —0.58 —0.44 —0.43 29

%1
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Continued
688301 -0.17 -0.97 -0.32 -0.48 30
688396 -1 -0.07 -0.39 -0.53 31
688032 -0.5 -1.01 0 -0.55 32
688122 —0.53 -0.8 -0.41 —-0.59 33
688169 —-0.07 -1.07 -1.16 —-0.69 34

3. PERFEFEER L

WERGUGE T 23 FIARRAVR I, e 1 3 FE I BT EARKT B B T2 =] BRI A
N2 S PRAESE BT AL (K BEAR B A ST . ASSC BB 7 3T b A SN 3 B R 45 70 B 1) 5 R Al
RS RA S, HATRRAEGIL, MXEEREWNE 7 .

Table 7. Related variable settings

T7OMAXRLEERE

ai(i=1. 2. 3. 4. 5) Al i IR GiaeE A R T155)
ri(i=1. 2. 3. 4. 5) Al i R WA — R TR i
w;(i=1. 2. 3. 4. 5) Al i # T E
n@i=1. 2. 3. 4. 5) ki SRR EE
pi(i=1. 2. 3. 4, 5) JBEEE | BRAIAE i

c L RS

r FHUBR 1) T 37 TR 2 %6

b? FHUBR ) 11 3 T XU A

| AT

z PR A BRI R Sx

3.1. BArEE ST

LA b 4L 276 R 74570 a AR ELIER SR DA wi ARBTT AL & i RIRER R, A%
B < ol AT BB i L T A m HEAT BT BC AL, N AR B A R BRI A SR = o H R

Max Z = w,a, +W,a, +W,a, +W,a, +W,a;
3.2. HARFMHSH

PR G BRI RIS 28 RN % B R WOy — SRR e A r BB wi 2 . Bk, fEATEE
BISEPRT T, 225 AR 2 A BLSE R R AR th 2 S BUR BT H IRt A9, RIS 1R K 32 1
oM ¢ R IINGEBLSE . A SRR Gl fe b R 5 F 2 AR AL 5 e, HerpEnde
TN AE B8 0.1%, [WSEJ7AENG: 3 B S A 0.002%, [ SESE XU AR, WIS 5 i FH B s
JRAZ A 0.104% (3835, 2016) [9]. HEAEGKM RN R, NAMKTRIER A iz B %

W,E + W, T, + Woly + W, I, + Wl —C>T

RGP T 0 557§ KGRI T Z 2/, SR U R AR 2 M, AR TR A

AR RS, AN TR BUAR 4 117 4 UL B UK
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Zlezjzlwiwj cov(r;,r;)<b?
) A5 B A BTN 25 B T4 S N BUAS 5522 5 2 P A
I =ZL( PN + pinc)

B B ZE R wy ARR LT S8 S BB S ], w 2 FIRCA 1.

PN+ pne

: |
BB A P T AL, U R S AR N K Tl G T %

w, >0

e
P
HEE
oy

3.3. HHFEAAMUIELERRIER
HArsE: Max Z =wa, +W,a, +W,a, +W,a, +W,a;
LI WL+ W, I, + Wl + W, I, + Wl —C> T
Z?:lZ?:lWiWi COV(I’i ! I’j ) <b’

I ZZL( pin + pinic)

pin; + pinc
b [
w, >0

3.4. HREIKE
A AR A A 2021 SRR LI S5 4R 1 D S e, R R AR R AR R R, /5% LINGO
Rifai R, 4Rk 8 .

Table 8. LINGO solution results
52 8. LINGO RfR4ER

Variable Value Reduced Cost
N1 1.60E-03 5.00E-07
N2 3.08E-03 7.29E-08
N3 0.1145464 3.97E-08
N4 2.26E-09 1.163302
N5 7.65E-04 7.67E-06

3R LINGO RARLEH, BT E LGSR | N 1 INE S/, HiAEsEa®i|0 A 100 . 7%
HE T BRI A EE n 2 FER4-U (688256) 1596 k. F s24:47-U (688180) 3081 ik,
[E]3% 5 (688009)114546 i, K51 (688779) 0 K. &% f5-U (688561) 765 fi%.

4. &EiE

ASCHFFERB T JRA B H & UL Ay BRI B AR BE, MRS RS T R
PRURIC B IARAL T 58, — T3 T REE {2 S5 0k <o R Al R SR BB LA FE LA e R Wi s 5 XU (2t 5 O
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R AHT L R A TE AL RIS BT, T HESh B8 it MR BF K s ok, BT —%E
(K1 )5 75 LB s 573 — 773 Tt o] A AR 5C ALk B2 e BB KT SR Ak (K B30 70 5 b 3452 7,
M EE— 8 SO R E R AR R S5 i A & -

ASCR A T Wit sg 18 S35 BB BB A & ide il i AR 2 R LR DAL & B0 A S8

KN EDR, PS5 8 KIS AR %A, A2 7RI S BT 5. Bl THAYE
AR, FFHAERARERE. BUNZHBAL TR RN 5 9% 5 Sepoh I AL A A, ASCHET
A — 5 o BR M R A SRATE 72 11 22 T

SE K

(1]

[2]
(3]
(4]
[5]
(6]
(7]
(8]
(9]

FULE, EAE, EHE S5 BRI 3 E 28 5 RN —— R R 5B SE AT 0], 2 I, 2019(21):
130-136.

R B A A 2022 (R GG F: CRCEONK ) SSEILEFI[N]. 1EZR H iz, 2023-03-01.
XA, . RS 5 7= 20 A B3 -WCVaR SO 55 H A AR AL [I]. Hh B B E R} 2%, 2006, 14(6): 16-21
BEME, FER RERATY SRR AR R ABCREIWI]. WERE, 2022(5): 15-30
B, R, ZFE. SMEELEE. BRI S&5FRRE KRN &alifst, 2020(12): 75-94.
HANESR R, S0, B RBATI e S R R AR s S R IR[I). RS 1T 3 TR, 2022(3): 12-21
X, gt HETHNF BB S B IV FEFR I AL 0], I EARTF &, 2009, 28(7): 94-96.
PR, S, FBgd. b EWL LT AR P[] S S TR, 2021(3): 1-11.

FrEsw, MRESE, RE. IETHRNEHEML S K 2 B A A (1], BerfseEk 5I0R, 2016, 46(15):
150-158.
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