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Abstract

In this paper, we use DEA-BBC model and factor analysis method to measure R & D efficiency and
financial performance, and empirically test the impact of R & D efficiency on financial perfor-
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mance. The results show that R & D efficiency has a positive effect on financial performance, and
the R & D efficiency of non-state-owned enterprises has a more significant effect on financial per-
formance than state-owned enterprises. This research makes enterprises pay more attention to
the transformation speed of input into output, do not only increase R & D input, help enterprises
to get R & D income more quickly, and improve corporate financial performance.
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1. 515

IR KRG ER T O TEE LR EEN, 21, @M EER, Tk
Fn, K EREAT A TR S . IR s N R QTS B BRSO, IR R BN AL
NRRERE . FECA TR a b R R, & E KRSy, IR R GIHRE, Je/a4e i 863 11X,
KIETHRICA T ATHRI, #E 2021 AEBUR AR 4 Hors il i b b it & 2k B 0 vk b4 £2 &
100%. RAEFEE (Rl TREAERS 2018) 7, EX SR R B MR T SR I oaik, (R
WK EAI 31%. 2018 SEAE RF S RN REZ 419 TN, 52 1991 FF1 6 f5 LA [, 1992 4 28]
TP EER KN 20.0%. M EiREE o, REMVAETRE RN BN ERGESHHE, Hi
WERIENIEIMIEA VIR R BT, — S R G R = AL RE AR . B L E TS AR ki ik
FRARM 77 i, BCE IR ORI E RO R TR . B L2 BT, BRI BN IR BE
Al R, FAA T A & Gi30. BT R RS S AR AR, TR BSOS

HaE GRS, B RN - = B bR . B Bt R 80 5 A 25 G300 & i,
JELIE PR 5 2 18] 5% G B T 3R B A bt — P AT A R 3N A R AR S3E I R BRI Bl SR A, ARk ol
GER R,

BT, ARSCNERR B AR AR A I 45 Sk (I RE e, HEEEAT STUER L. AR SO DA ) gk
T s A 55 Gtk 22 2 B R R e g 2 75 B Al 5 SR B A b H A g A7 7R 22 g 2 B
2015~2019 EANAR BT B FRT G, B ORI R R ALV 25 Gk e, thAh, #E—2B T
FERPE AN [ E BRI R0 5 A b U 55 G806 R IR 22 57 o RSO AR TTIR B . — ARSI K
RO P W R AT S B 5 A 5 SR e &, A5 T DU BE A A R I F in Ak B R0 55 Sk R Fe b
R, HiZH DEAVEIT RO R FEF okt 5ok 55830 R AR SCE R DA 538 IR
BN T AR AR A S, AR AT A T, R DUy — SR JE A Sk R AN Y
BT AL A AL

2. Bt SMRER/E

(—) BHR AR5 ol 4 808
TR R, AL RIS IR S, AR e BT e S 501
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ES RN

B, FTEARWEATTIRAIHE, SLEEA. B B LEM R EE MR RS S AN, R
WAL Al 7= it SR S PR TH AL A 45 Gk, TR, B B3I s sh 78 Al W 45 St b o 41 25 2
s

W — AN KHIEES), HARBRBN - L7 R 5, MNP B — DT 2 3 K i
f], AR SRS A TR S, i i TN AT S R B L. R N RAFNE 24
NI BRI R AR, A G TR BB = SacE R sul G T2 34, W&
iSRG T RS SN o IR R R A A BRI R BTG B R JI I FR b IR BRI I B R 4%
N5 LR B B (A S0, 2019) [1].

X E Aok Ul, BER PSR BRI BRI R RIS S AT A RN .
B i A BN SR S e H A VI R B R 48 B A8 LA R T 3 ALK (FE RS 1, SE 4722, 2019) [2].
B A AR AR B, U BA i i B AL N R BT AR A CRIR A B i 2, VAR R BT T
TS L T o | A s I BN ) WA i

M AMVIE S R AR BER . B L B DR sk e i 2, s tEAT R R R 1 T 3 9
WE S AUH T, AR — SRR, [FI A2 ) B Al e DASE R B [A) A V2B i . B, BB
B AR T2 IS R AN, I AL 55 SRR 2 N, A as i EiR .
R, BEAE T G AR TR, A F AR AR KM AN, AR R BEAREA 4. NSRBI,
NI A 5% G801 3 T

AR ST TR T EISRETT RIERE SIS VPN IV 55 SR i) 32 BEDUA E FE AR Ay . T
KBS B BT A R T A5 B A RS A Ak E B LB IS S E N ION B IS N I K R T
S GRN AR bR EE — .

AR F R A A ST AL IR R R 2 3R T AL I 25 2k, 0t R KR AE Al R SR e 04 T
W A AL . AT AN P O RIEAT T WAL, SKIRER(2020) [3]4 I J5 — A BRI R R I [ fiE
BEA A BN ST, BXEEIR(2019) [410F FL U ANV A3 TE, R ARG SR A A KRBT EAR . #i
PR 2, AR T HAE S FAT A A R SE SRR S, AT BRI A A 72 A | 3045 58 2 ORI,
Ak ) E R RE 3G . B A k2 T w4l 4 R B8 77 . Wang E. C. (2007) [5]38 5%t 30 AN 5 1 £ 4
BAT 0T, W R SRS A TR a bR, [R5 B R SCR MR R, 75 R R SRR
TEAH DG, AT IE [ S0 Al I 55 53

BT OB i, ASCHR R HL:

B HL: R RS AR AT T, AR R 5 b 55 90 B 53 IEMI SR R .

(Z) PR BER AR S AL 55 5%

FRAE 13 73 Bt R 35 3R 06T A b W 55 80 T Il s, [ B 28 B AR AN 8] () Aol A, 52U R A
A5 AT, 2013) [6]. FAZM=BUETRI 5y, A EE S AFEEA S F R —J7H, BUFEA X EE
NATEL E5A ], AR RS ], B A E R E A EHBUTZRIR, AT R,
HotRONEE, e TR A . BRI, A ) e XU M e IR GRS B . DR A
P AT T A SRAF T R B o 55— 7T, A b seprae 88 IS AL, Al B/ Bl 8RR .
I B EA AR T AEE G AR S A S, AR B RR I M@ (EBePS, 2014) [7]. IABUF B
T EA SR Z R, HREREINT S, JEEAA k2 9 5 5m 1B R G5 #8

BT LB, ASCig R Hla:

B Hla: ANEIRFZBERT T, B R IV 2% G080 1) 1E 1) 52 W B 2 57
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3. WA

(—) HEAERESHARRIR

ARSI AR LT VRN 5, ARSI FF 2015~2019 A (A5 . FEATRIL N 40 T -
1) HIEREARIC ST A1 ST A SRk il 2) BIBRACEARG R IAlk: 3) AT 8k i 5 il
Bl S AE A B AT 1 46 R AL B (winsorize), BRI R 28 1d_E IR 1S BIRE A KdE 280 K ALK -
ik, 3571 1400 DALIME o Bt RV T [F 28 2 Hhi 2 - CNRDS % /77 » iz ] Statal5.0 4T SEIE7 AT

(2) ZE®RESHA

1) BRRERE

AL 55 G (IP) o ALV 55 S8 B ARG 2 THER R AT T 4R Pkl « FRE BEA T BAR K e
—BUN ], EREIFAEI, TptEiR R TR AN RAT . B S THER RSV 555050 1
e B KB A SR e R B, 2 MO U A 2 THR Rl B A W 55 518k O T 4l IV 25 515 21 5
LRIV, SOREENL SRR, AR IRYES . FR(2020) [8]f75%, ERAIRET). EIZRES.
IR TT ASREST 4 ADNT5TH, FEIRIRFREFE RN, Bkt 1 11 AN S e, B T HiEm E SR A
T F I ERACER M 55502 -

a) WSRO 1R R

© HEEPERRN.

B 75 L8 P8 B B AR bR IF BLREIRON 76 B R WALV S5 AR L I HE AR, AT TS BE I f AR 2 A B T A
WAL T RS EATTRINRR, T 2 R R PP & 2R 2 (75 2 Al & e A% O )
Ao [N, W55 SRR AR )k 33 A E N SR

@ ZABE

X EIVAR T Ak 55 SR B R B SR AR A R AL B IR S AL TEAE 2 AP IR, O T RIES
1o A B B B A R R E RT3 RN, EEE SRR AR IR, By 7 R
RN, ACRIUE W B AT TR, TR AT LSS S B M A b i Al (R 1 0L

© LGtk R

FEW 55 SO R PR LR A FAATEARIUH BOIEHCR, /5 255 i8R URA LR R A W s Y S o
EARIE AR BRI 55 SO R E IRCR, (BB BERIDUX L Fia bR ot 75 246 2 (K Az iz K+ He vl g
ORISR O A A R BEAR o FA AT LA AL T/ 1 A 2 35 B i 0 55 B0

@ WAL

AT I 280 FANMLAR Tk, BIEAFEATL AL AT, PR, A FR R BEE
HRALTEAR LR 7 EH B . ASCEFIEARRE B0 XREAR R 8R4 B AT H .

b) %SO EEKERE B

TR L 1o

) ETHE TR S SR PR

7oA IRER T 2 MR R, R R TN ISR TR, R SR kR i e
A, HEREUSFHGZEGEE, WOLENEE, S8 at. A3 2015~2019 4 280
R BV b T A T AR R e AR, BV b T Al I 55 S AT B PR, AR ER IR

© wATHER

ASCAE ] Bartlett BREZARIGVE A KMO Kk, FIWr ik #10 11 MR R 2 (8] 15 0] DAhAT B 12304t
SR 2 P
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Table 1. Financial performance indicators of listed enterprises on the growth enterprise market
e =3 1 N 2l ol s AT 2 g =L

P Xy
TR LI X,
EEICE Xs
A Xy
pffiae B SR Xs
5 4 RALLE X
B K F3 X,
B X
LI Xo
RIEHE) R X
PR X,y

Table 2. KMO and Bartlett test
52 2. KMO FnE4FF458 58

KMO Hkeid )1 & 4 0.588
R RTT 2207.030
Bartlett [ BRIE FEAT 30 H 95
BEE 0.000

H PRS0 E H: 7F Bartlett BREERT IR o, HATIR{E A 2217.03, 7E a=0.01 f 23 MK %44,
5 FORERE . (1) S 35 P ME 2R p {E M 0.000, 19358 /2 Ui i A 56 i) JE B BE e A 468, BT DART DA IR 720 75 (RIS
7E KMO iy, H455E K 0588, ARG R KT 0.5 MibsifE, wTLLHIWT IR o] BN 7. 2 LA
I IV RE | v e o RS T el A M i

@ PRIAKHF

HI AL PRI R v AL, e 3 R, BRENIRHE K Z (OIGR) 4R HUE y 0.232 fiK°T 0.5 LAAH,
HAMRRE KT 05, HKESBERIUE RS 0.8 UL L, RSB EXRIUZRI, ¥ 17 EIGE

ERREEE.

Table 3. Common factor variance

#3 REAFHE

WIURE PR
ROE (X,) 1.000 0.944
OPR (X,) 1.000 0.894
EPS (Xs) 1.000 0.834
QR (X4 1.000 0.871
TDR (Xs) 1.000 0.562
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Continued
CR (Xs) 1.000 0.770
ARTR (X7) 1.000 0.968
TAT (Xg) 1.000 0.935
OIGR (Xg) 1.000 0.232
TAGR (X10) 1.000 0.701
RCA (X11) 1.000 0.592

R R .

WA 4 Pros, SRS, EFrARBUR KA R TH, S8 4 A R 2O 4R 5 3 S A,
BN AEFIGHE S T R TTIRER) 75.47%, XEIRE, X 4 DARTRRIGTEPR AT R
T RAATH . AR FREE A B (A D) e DUERIZ 4 D EF T BU#RE 11 M3 S fats, A
MHE 4 ANB TR P0E 10 AN S fabr i) £ 1.

Table 4. Explanation of total variance

T4 BRHERRE

ik PIUEHFEAA S BT 7 A i e B e > g A
it TEESH 2R% Bt mEAS BR% st TEESH RE%

1 3.44 31.25 31.25 3.44 31.25 31.25 3.03 27.56 27.56

2 2.22 20.17 51.42 2.22 20.17 51.42 2.16 19.63 47.19

3 1.37 12.45 63.87 1.37 12.45 63.87 173 15.69 62.88

4 1.28 11.61 75.47 1.28 11.61 75.47 1.39 12.59 75.47

5 0.95 8.67 84.15

6 0.69 6.28 90.43

7 0.54 4.93 95.35

8 0.22 2.02 97.37

9 0.20 1.79 99.17

10 0.07 0.64 99.81

11 0.02 0.19 100.00

R R

@ ekt A1 Hr AR

Jirgle R - B AR R TN, e 5 . BRI 1 EEORET Xoo Xe PIANRR, Wi NEISHE
BTy EHET 2 BEIRET Xav Xov Xe =R, A& AEGREN R T BT 3 EEAKBT Xiv Xon
Xg =ANMRHEE, WarA AR T ERT 4 BEARKR TEN Xov Xiow Xy = DEEE AT 44 KR RE
T T P ER T T 11 N S SEARRK N A .
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Figure 1. Macadam map of principal factor eigenvalues

B 1 FEFHFIEERAE

Table 5. Composition matrix after rotation

5. HERERRIR S FERE

HeE
1 2 3 4

ROE (X;) ~0.857 ~0.003 0.456 ~0.045
OPR (X,) ~0.039 0.052 0.942 ~0.049
EPS (Xs) ~0.617 0.006 0.671 0.053
QR (Xa) 0.020 0.932 0.011 ~0.046
TDR (Xs) 0.166 -0.695 ~0.090 0.207
CR (Xo) 0.000 0.871 ~0.052 0.089
ARTR (X7) 0.982 -0.047 ~0.005 -0.035
TAT (Xs) 0.950 -0.113 0.065 -0.124
OIGR (Xo) -0.019 0.040 ~0.057 0.476
TAGR (X10) 0.063 -0.132 0.383 0.730
RCA (X11) -0.129 -0.111 -0.118 0.741

RHOTE: B . FeFTiik: Kaiser SRt K7 25k, a. BEHEAE 5 OEAUE Sk,

@ ANV 55 Gk E AT i
MRAEL 6 I RBGERE, K 4 DAL TRRON 11 MR A & T
Fio =2 X *Y, A(5-1)

Hrh Fp 785 a (a=12,3,---,280) ki

Hb (b=123-4)PAHT, Xi&HEi (1=123-,1)4
GRS, Yo RBIRLE AT B R TR .
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Table 6. Component score coefficient matrix

® 6. MOENREIEN

AL
1 2 3 4
ROE (X,) -0.251 —0.042 0.160 —0.083
OPR (Xp) 0.139 0.024 0.610 —0.059
EPS (X3) -0.121 -0.017 0.337 —0.005
QR (X4) 0.050 0.443 0.017 0.053
TDR (Xs) 0.025 -0.307 -0.042 0.099
CR (Xg) 0.035 0.426 -0.032 0.149
ARTR (X7) 0.365 0.019 0.157 0.011
TAT (Xe) 0.358 —0.022 0.199 —0.065
OIGR (Xo) 0.006 0.062 -0.053 0.360
TAGR (Xy0) 0.111 0.010 0.240 0.525
RCA (X11) -0.041 0.009 -0.119 0.540

MO ERAR ST WERE 7% Kaiser briEAL iR T 25 . HAFITESr .

IRIELIEA BT RS A AT
F., =-0.251ROE, +0.1390PR, —0.121EPS, +0.05QR, +0.025TDR, +0.035CR,
+0.365ARTR, +0.358TAT, +0.0060IGR, +0.111TAGR, —0.041RCA,

F,, =—0.042ROE, +0.0240PR, —0.017EPS, +0.443QR, —0.307TDR, +0.426CR,
+0.019ARTR, —0.022TAT, +0.0620IGR, +0.0ITAGR, +0.009RCA,

F., =0.16ROE, +0.610PR, +0.337EPS, +0.017QRa —0.042TDR, —0.032CR,
+0.157 ARTR, +0.199TAT, —0.0530IGR, +0.24TAGR, —0.119RCA,

F,, = —0.083ROE, —0.0590PR, —0.005EPS, +0.053QR, +0.099TDR, +0.149CR,
+0.011ARTR, —0.065TAT, +0.360IGR, +0.525TAGR, +0.54RCA,

DA B 7 1) 77 22 TR B R 55 w25 5328 F o
F =(0.27564F,, +0.19634F,, +0.15685F,, + 0.12591F,, ) /0.75474

HH, Fa, Far Fagr Faa MRINEZREE T AR IF T BFRRIETF. KERIFT. £
IR, RSO ZRE TRF F FMERARRI % 508

2) BRAR

W 2 34 2% (RDE) o B A 02 2 I A At K A8 ) FP R AR BN 5 7 2 TR TR R G R o 22 500 T
R EFAFER R HE A% Hik(DEA) B, FEANK(2021) [9] BA K BEHLET I 73 #1i2:(SFA)E
i, BZEE(2020) [10]. DEA VERIER) ZHM, [FRS, HR4E DEA BENE R R fa @ MR &,
AV AR DL S A AR R AR T LIS IS DEA VMR ok, A BT 275060 T i iR 3% . BRIt SC
e F At EL2% 70 ik (DEA) U B AL BT 5 300

DEA #5432 CCR Al BBC MM . A AR A [ dd BBC B THE H, 5 CCR
B LB AT, BRI A IR £ BBC AU HHE /04T W55 159 H I ER-6 RO R R R 8%, 1 H
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VEDufRREAR Bt AR HEAT 22 Te Rl A 0 7 o

a) BERME R IEn BRI

PO LA R, RPRGE RN IEE 2 I ECSLE,  BE S BT A NSRS TR A A, 25
JE& B3 FE G AR L AV RS R AT 4 NMERREETRITRCEE L. BN R IR S8
AR N BRI R 7 AR R B L A R EOREN PN . IR 7.

Table 7. R & D efficiency index of listed enterprises in Gem
2 7. BAR v el i & SRR R

. BHRAEA 4
S R AR

§ \ oll R A
R i O

S, AT HEEALEERA] DEA-BBC B EOR MR A GE /N T % HAH L M ANREZE RIS K. SE
B HEAT VRO AT, 5 20 HE BT PR AL AL B . ARHE D BRI
B X = (X, %y, X, ) AT —FEAR IR ER A, Y =(y, v, y,) ALENLE I EEH. H
Xnae =MaxX (X, %, %, ) 5 Xpn = MiN(X, %, %, ) » N=3c WA
X =X

Y =01+~ 509, Y e[0.11] 1)
X =X

max min

FIF Q) E R 10y 0.1~1 JE B N /N, (850 e Ab il 0 2 4N Ei i
Hk, #3280 AR LTk 2015~2019 4 FLAE A ¥ . ] DEA2.1 844, 15 HBFR R
W 1R, W8, WG A FEN .

Table 8. Results of R & D efficiency measurement

8 MAMRMELER

AT Ay LEERFR HARA LR R
Help A 2015 0.189 0.289 0.654
R 1 2016 0.181 0.302 0.6
R 2017 0.459 0.658 0.698
P 2018 0.582 0.893 0.652
e 2019 0.519 0.665 0.781

PN 2015 0.115 0.267 0.432
PN 2016 0.124 0.221 0.562
TN ZE 2017 0.247 0.367 0.673
TN 2 2018 0.195 0.389 0.502
PN 2019 0.288 0.424 0.678
SRR 2015 0.136 0.273 0.499
SRR 2016 0.121 0.237 0.511
R EST 2017 0.242 0.399 0.607
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REET 2018 0.2 0.475 0.421
REBETY 2019 0.222 0.384 0.577
XU 73 2015 0.152 0.172 0.887
A KA 2016 0.153 0.162 0.945
T RUBA 2017 0.419 0.458 0.914
T XU 073 2018 0.261 0.297 0.878
e RUBAR 2019 0.338 0.413 0.819

N e 2015 0.308 0.318 0.97

W& 2016 0.22 0.227 0.968

N e 2017 0.348 0.366 0.949

R 2018 0.271 0.355 0.764

ik 2019 0.378 0.471 0.803
I 2015 0.167 0.172 0.973
HFEA 2016 0.191 0.205 0.932
B N4 2017 0.331 0.35 0.947
HFEA 2018 0.279 0.363 0.769
FFELM 2019 0.329 0.425 0.776
DB 2015 0.137 0.167 0.823
DB 2016 0.131 0.17 0.772
B 2017 0.363 0.389 0.933
PUBRHY 2018 0.25 0.328 0.763
B 2019 0.402 0.479 0.839
FREIIES 2015 0.225 0.934 0.241
NGRS 2016 0.205 0.22 0.932
FREIE S 2017 0.454 0.488 0.931
PRAE 2018 0.329 0.408 0.806
REIIES 2019 0.36 0.435 0.829
ZRHEY) 2015 0.147 0.163 0.899
TR 2016 0.135 0.162 0.835
LRAEY) 2017 0.269 0.286 0.941
TR 2018 0.256 0.29 0.884
LR 2019 0.283 0.328 0.863
SMHE 2015 0.132 0.18 0.734
TWHE 2016 0.114 0.179 0.637
SWHE 2017 0.268 0.328 0.817
OMHE 2018 0.21 0.229 0.917
SWHE 2019 0.304 0.328 0.927
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3) #hHIZR

@© MHL(SIZE). B FUBIE R, MBI g2 fismZy, (A5, 2020) [LL]AF 7043 H Al s
K, AV BEATEE R BT TR, MR R A S A S S L R AR I s . A S
WK

MV (SIZE) = LN(A ML %5 77 BU)

@ FHELBI(IDR). Al Lo ml LS e A SEAR AL FR . — M A L ik vy, S 2T

PR R, WEHERBOR . AT ER:
MFE LG = A AU AL

@ WHEAAE—(DUAL). 2t CEO HATHE FK AN . PIHGAEIRE 1, S0 0. WA —H Ml
T 55 B DM o W 81(2013) [12] 24 N BRAL 4 B AT A2 S L2 [ 7 % E MR s w4, A
FAM R, A 55 St 452 B0 o

@ WAL E(TOPL0). AU b B e Ak i F e FE . AT

JBALSE H E(TOP10) = Al -H AR FITHEA FI A F o B A1
® HE= A (LEV).
AR HITR:
= AR (LEV) = K fU G U AR 7= 40

© ANAFWE(AGE) . FIME A8 2 AL N 1 J5 B E SRR Hok i & .

@ AT RS B (IND) . A SCIEFR I T SRR bk, i FRAMT IR RO AR,
UEAER AR o IINAT Y, BT 22 T A 25 SR 5 o AR AT Mk 23 2856 R S0 AR S E AT R

EN A E(YEAR). AT ZFEMITE 1, FIE 0, A& E XRIILE 9.

Table 9. Variable definition table
=9 TWEENER

RS eit e AR BT HUAE 7 10 e it
Wit A Ak 55 Gk FP PRl 43 BT i
AR WER AR RDE DEA 451
AR SIZE RSB I B AR XL
M L] IDR MIE N HUHEF RS
PIRG— DUAL CEO fFEF KIS, 1, HNHLO
I AL S b TOP10 W R AR BT REA HIBCAR BT o5 Ee ]
B R LEV Ffilt SAHIU T 7 SAA
AL AE AGE DB ARk 25 BRSL AR N 1 J5 B SR 4K
AT\ AR IND AT\ AR
Ay R YEAR Ay R
(2) BERR

DBEAIE ANV AR A W 55 SR ok 2, BB H1, ASSCH] DEA SIS T Ak it A 2k
#(RDE), T HriEit 5 1 Ak 55 G (FP), Kt EARRm AT 0 A B, 23 D AT AURN AR B A7 4195 4
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SRR . M SSUERR AT -
FP, = a, + %,RDE, +a,SIZE, + &, IDR, + &, DUAL, + &, TOP10,
+asLEV, + o, AGE; + 2 Industry + > Year + ¢
(i=12,,1; t=1,2,---T)

4. SSIEGSRE S

(—) ZREMRESW

%10 AEFEARRYEG TR

MY RBRAZ RS, MESRU(FP) FME N 1.000, trEZEN 0.901, WERK, PEMAILIL555:
BAEANFIREAR AN Z AP ZE R . AL S S8 7, T 5 HeRAS

WS RREAT BT 15, K2 (RDE)F-HI1E 4 0.829, Fr#EZy 0.163, i/ ME K 0.156, i KME N 1.
Wi B A AR T Aislb 2 TR A B B S A7 e — i 228 . AT AR G0 SRR, & AR AT A
W L ZERE, flin—te g (5 BRARSIHARSERE — RS9k T @ AR, XMERTE
BIVAR A RS R B o

WML H B R AT, A (SIZE)R Z BN ADI AR K 2 B &5, B EREA R, 5&RE
AR AN AB S A SHEE ELBI(IDR)FIME A 0.384, i I KB REA Ak ik 31 /3 795 T 22 R ph o He g AR
KT 13, o b ph = Le e/, 5k i) I B AR IR . PIERG —(DUAL) {8 0.385, Ut HAHR 7
WAAEEFK G REH N — N, SHMESIEERE. BAEFE(TOPL0) FI{E N 53.27%, HiH]
BINMPAR T ARMY RS 43 AR RS B v B 77 S5 238 (LEV) 4B 9 35.6%, Ut W K0 73 A b % 7 A7 5t
RIEH . SFRAGE) FIIME N 0.294, FrEZEN 0.139. KEBFEA VAT ST [ 5K o

Table 10. Descriptive statistics (full sample)

= 10, RS (EHE)

Bl FEAEL E bRtz B/ME S ON I
FP 1,400 1.090 0.901 ~3.467 9.624
RDE 1,400 0.829 0.163 0.156 1
SIZE 1,400 21.77 0.814 19.03 24.93
IDR 1,400 0.384 0.0574 0.250 0.600
DUAL 1,400 0.385 0.487 0 1
TOP10 1,400 53.27 11.44 19.15 85.77
LEV 1,400 0.356 0.210 0.0276 3513
AGE 1,400 0.294 0.139 0.0272 1.507

W11, KB EA S AEEA N LR H . 2015~2019 4FE A VI 55 S0 M8 N 0.995, JEE
AN 1.19. W R SCR B - FH5ME v 0.819, HEEA ik 0.83. RHIFEEA MHF RN K,
NRAF IR BRI 2, B R AET e AT A T . TR RN, — 7 T EA Al S A A
WENLH, EFBATRZ 2T, Hik, EE S E R T 2 00R e R s i i I, 5
AN BUA AT S b o ATHERAIENE SR gk AR R R & 3T E = R . iR E A il
THI I 56 IR ) T 37 56 00, A B2 AR R 2R R Kim ke, RaTgEu D kA, #2714
ieas, BRI GR3 T 507, AREA A e LR e, A SR aE, A

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2022.112080 750 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2022.112080

REfE AL e T LA 5E 4 70, SCElA LAl & A, A ESRTT

Table 11. Descriptive statistics (state-owned and non-state-owned)

= 11 Rttt (EHESIEERA)

B FEARSL HH pRifE 22 /MA 2 ON|
FP 100 0.995 0.605 —0.307 3.218
RDE 100 0.819 0.160 0.221 1
SIZE 100 22.06 0.731 20.77 23.96
4 ol IDR 100 0.364 0.0427 0.300 0.500
DUAL 100 0.120 0.327 0 1
TOP10 100 49.59 11.72 27.73 79.66
LEV 100 0.384 0.160 0.0797 0.705
AGE 100 2.797 0.255 2.079 3.367
FP 1,300 1.190 0.936 —3.467 9.624
RDE 1,300 0.830 0.163 0.156 1
SIZE 1,300 21.75 0.816 19.03 24.93
LA ol IDR 1,300 0.386 0.0581 0.250 0.600
DUAL 1,300 0.405 0.491 0 1
TOP10 1,300 53.55 11.37 19.15 85.77
LEV 1,300 0.353 0.213 0.0276 3.513
AGE 1,300 0.292 0.141 0.0272 1.507
(Z) MM

N T EERE I, Bk, A7 Z AR T VIF 30T R 2 SR PERE AT i VIF (6
i, EARFEEIN: VIF/NT 10, ZREZ RIAFAEZ S R . RS8R IR 12,

Table 12. Multicollinearity
12, ZEHEERER

bt EFEA 7 441 EEAH
VIF UVIF VIF UVIF VIF UVIF
RDE 107 0.93 1.21 0.87 1.08 0.93
SIZE 132 0.76 1.40 0.71 1.31 0.76
IDR 1.06 0.94 1.17 0.85 1.05 0.95
DUAL 1.05 0.95 112 0.89 1.04 0.96
TOP10 1.03 0.97 1.21 0.83 1.03 0.97
LEV 1.16 0.86 141 0.71 1.01 0.99
AGE 1.08 0.93 1.33 0.75 1.61 0.62
YEAR ‘
IND gl
Mean VIF 111 1.26 1.16
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H122 13 A%, Al 55 G300 (FP) 5 F R 2R (RDE)E 1% /K1 22 IEAHe, #H55 230N 0.048,
RUAE R RCR B3 K 2 3T I 45 Gk . FF A e H IS I

Table 13. Correlation Analysis (full sample)
= 13. XM I(EHE)

AR FP RDE SIZE IDR DUAL TOP10 LEV AGE

FP 1.000
RDE 0.048*** 1.000
SIZE 0.213***  —0.198*** 1.000

IDR 0.020 —0.105***  —0.119*** 1.000
DUAL —0.030 —0.009 —0.132*%**  0.160*** 1.000
TOP10 0.211***  0.116***  —0.057*** 0.016 0.04 1.000
LEV 0.454***  —0.099***  0.386*** 0.012 0.043 —0.108*** 1.000
AGE 0.493***  —0.105***  0.416*** 0.015 0.038 —0.103 0.976*** 1.000

A AR B () A B R, ARVE(SIZE) B 77 fu 5t %6 (LEV) MR AR B2 (TOP10) ARk 4F 1% (AGE)
5l 55 G (IP)TE 1% 7K P B35 TEARDG, Ul B R IR A b 0 55 S8 i ey, B 7 F 5T e it £
M 25 S IE AR REVE R s AV BIF R BBNS s (0T 8 75 B R AP I A RE 77, AU SE R R4k, A4
HAg et z, s, NI &St it m: s AR IR, BRI A A
ARG R 251 e, AR IR T AR K, S8 Sfase, BTSSRt
AL A AE(GROWTH) I 7= £ it 22 (LE V) Al i 2 2 PR A 46

(2) FERBER ML % S0 1 SRR %

TEXBEAR ANV AR BE AT 2 JC [ 2 BT, B EEA & 1 [a] AR

BRI SE B, N 14, S5BFW] F A5, Hausman 56 p (IS 1%/KF ERE. ASCRAREE
AR IEAT SZAE 43T

Table 14. Model test results
% 14. ERRIGLE

S AT 5 p BRI kel
F I3 P 1 0.0000 VA [ I A2 ] 5 2508 [#] 5 R
L3 =)ol A 1 0.0000 BB LSS I 2 [ 8 R Eibrtdo

FEAFEAR BT LAE H, BEA RCR X I 55 UG R 808 0.295,  HBEARCRAE 1%H/KF E
A 55 SR E G, BIRER MR I — AN AL, kI S5 SO NS I 0.295 Ffr ey R
B HL BEIE. AR HARGE G, W AATRRE —BARTE, = imta A higs
G 77, ARG RGN, W55 50 2N T .

MR E oA, AR AR B BT R AN AL AR A 1% KT B S Al 55 5%
BFIEAR, 4R ER AR — AN A, M S SR 0.379 A A, AL
B, HPURERE s, T A R WBR, BRI, BB R R I — A Az, ol
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0 2% S 8ORH SE3E N 0.04 B4 e Ay, UEBAIR ARIEHIBOE SR, B AR S fERK AR 2 M R VR B, H BT 4
WG T: B BRI I — AN AL, AW S SUSAH RS N 1.569 B A AT, Ui B Al f 5T
%, SRR, GRS AT, WSS R AR R RS I — AN AL, AR 2% S
i 5.611 FAr /Ay, ULEAAALER K, SEFENER ST, bR a6k,
Pk ARG . A LE B AR ER S — 5 M S S8k R R .

M HREA AT LAE (L2 15), R® 43514 0.685. 0.582, & BT, fEEA 4 M AEEA A4
L, R 5 A 55 B B35 IEARDG, HE— PR UE R H1o Sl A [\ =AU B AT 2 H B3 s
[ R HOT LS, B4R 2208 0.215, JEEAGH K 0.337, BERRES AL 10%5 1%/K Y EY
AV 5 G UR R ARG . AEEA A RECK T EA AR 24, R\S5EA MV, EEA A
NI 55 BRI RO T .3 . R Hla 32150 E. [BIAZS R Ut R EA e B S ek
BOR T REH AR TH I 45 53K

Table 15. Regression results of the effect of R & D efficiency on corporate financial performance
= 15, AR AR ARRLBEI W S50 E Y55 R

B FP (&Ff ) FP (E A 4) FP (AEEF4H)

RDE 0.295™ 0.215" 0.337"
(0.55) (2.04) (1.39)

SIZE 0.379™ 0.158" 0.289™"
(3.82) (0.94) (3.17)
IDR 0.666 0.001 0.087
(1.15) (0.00) (0.13)

DUAL -0.029 -0.169™ -0.007
(-0.43) (-0.73) (-0.10)

TOP10 0.040™" 0.003 0.032™"
(5.14) (0.36) (4.68)

LEV 1.569™" 1.694" 1.584™
(2.64) (2.94) (2.69)

AGE 56117 3.770™ 5.807""
(4.48) (5.51) (4.56)

_cons 7.945™ 8.135™ 6.586"""
(3.36) (2.43) (3.10)

N 1400.000 100.000 1300.000
R? 0.174 0.685 0.582

(T9) FafetAs oo

FafEPERR IS Ty vk R BT R RN . AR S XA AR AR . A SCRR R e e P
fEREAR BT o R R AL B AL I 55 SO T B R n 0 A1 9 7 YL 3R (ROE) . F RN BT T 3, A
WA AR5 15 51 i i 5 (ROE) Z A R &
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M 16 Tt ER IR G R 15 fEarA, EAH. FEAHPITLBEIE 1%KKF B 5™
Wzt AW IEASR, IR RCRIETHA B T folkid Bt I e R R . 5 AT SCSEIES R — 2

Table 16. R & D efficiency affects yield value regression results
= 16. MAMEI SR W HEEFME)ILER

i ROE (4:F£4) ROE (E#H41) ROE (AEEAH4)
RDE 0.507"" 0.238™" 0.528™"
(1.25) (1.57) 1.27)
SIZE 0.101™ 0.175" 0.100"™"
(0.70) (2.51) (0.65)
IDR 0.267" 0.320 0.216™
(0.76) (0.94) (0.54)
DUAL -0.024" -0.057"" -0.021"
(-0.56) (-1.46) (-0.44)
TOP10 0.001 0.001" 0.000
(0.13) (-0.33) (0.07)
LEV 1.076™ 0.992" 0991
(0.41) (2.67) (0.38)
AGE 1.333™ 0.277" 1.571™
(0.40) (1.30) (-0.48)
_cons 2.028™" 25727 1.953™
(0.64) (1.84) (0.58)
N 1400.000 100.000 1300.000
R? 0.253 0.248 0.282

5. ZRS5RR

ARILLA 2015~2019 4 EERIEDIAR b AT NN R, SUES T T BER R 5 SR &R, itk
— BT T EF R N E AR R S5 RoR, WERICRIERSZI AV 55 S8 MERCT
A Ak, AR A B X b0 25 SR 5 B 3

ARG AU . — R ANFEAT IR A GE— R BT IR I, B i R AR [ 7 H 4
W E, BIESE bR AR . R A i B Z 2 B R 2 S AR AT kAt & SR
I, ZEEAMVARIKIA S, EFEEERTEARBIHITE 558 =2 BURF I sR Al HoR 61
FERIAR, RIS AR B PR 1L o AL, BURFARSSER TR A A Mk R B BB R T
IRAME AR BN A AL, SR TH Ak i3 8 .
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