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Abstract

Government subsidies, as an important policy tool to drive innovation, have become a focal point of
research in terms of their effects and mechanisms of action. This paper examines the relationship
between government subsidies and corporate innovation performance using a sample of A-share
listed companies in Shanghai and Shenzhen from 2015 to 2023. The empirical results show that
government subsidies positively influence corporate innovation performance, and the quality of in-
ternal control can positively moderate this relationship. After robustness and endogeneity tests, the
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findings remain stable. Heterogeneity analysis reveals that government subsidies have a more pro-
nounced positive effect on innovation performance in state-owned enterprises, large companies,
high-tech industries, and companies in non-highly polluting sectors, where the quality of internal
control also plays a stronger role in moderating the relationship. Further analysis indicates the
presence of a threshold effect of internal control quality on the relationship between government
subsidies and innovation performance. The study’s conclusions offer valuable insights for govern-
ment agencies in formulating subsidy policies and managing the scale of subsidies effectively.
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1. 5|18

FEARRRE GBI 5N, & EBUTEERN T RFTWATF B A PEE SRR =
REEFEAA, LT I A i A 17 v B A JRE P SR B A3 — i R, % [ BUF A IR 2, i
RIHEIHTEE S, WTCLESRE R TE G /), SCBURTRFER A . FREBURF IR I 1 QIR RSN A& e g, s R
BBIHEL T AR % 0L . BURF RN HESD BT I ZEBOR TR, o le, A B E R
A BT BT A IC B CR A QUET BRI - HACRAE LBt SO L s B — R T, R
FCBUR AN A QB SRR, X T HESI E R QB A R i IRTH AT I B EEE L.
bk, BUFANBIERERS 51 AL BUHT T 1], AR SCBEBOR I B AL Rl xS T/l s, i
TRV, B AR, AR DR S BB A I T3 XU . BURFANB AT DAFE —E R b 2%
RNV B SR T, FEARAHTE S A XA A 1], AT s A 8N, 3 —20 51 2 Ak 7
A B KBRS B OURIT R BOR BIHTE S RN, BUFHB AT DUt SR . R S AT 44
HIE 520, MERHSCR AN o XA B TR R B BOR AL SERR I A A0, Bk T
GANE R, BUMIGIE SEREAA S TR SR B IE iSSP A = B A A
NEHTR RS JSCRE2]. BRI, BFFCBUR AR A G Skt s, A BT VR AR BURT F B ECGR 1)
SERRACR, BRI E SR R A R -

BEAh, B RASBUF AN B & Jm, B e A8 F R AT RE A2 B4k AN R 2R (52 . 87 A Loke
A BB HEAT A BRAE AT G2 Aok B, A B A T RSB RS, A BT e RN BHAR AR, AR
I H, PR T kB ReR . B, EBUFAIIIRASIE, AT A AN BE g, 852 4
PRI AR . o, Aol A BRI E Al B BAE BN TBL, B IR S EANKERR, ) E BRI
WlaE TR, BB TEEZA RUE A BT S A R R DR, sl i B e vt e

2. XEREGRAR AR R
HRABECN T HUE e, BURAE N RIE B ARRIT” (15 FIRAE IE 155 % M el VUL A

(1 TR o U R FH I R I AR ST D8 2 (1475 S Rp Al 38 I 478 (3t B8 < SCRp AN 2 gt i B s 7 P 7 T fie
BENVEEF ISR T SR BAAKRE: —Jri, BUMFAMIEEE AN B, M ST BN IR AT &
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HEC B RN S BT R R, FEARARETE T S s & SRR, BT W E R
VA NG ERMIF A A (058 42(3]0 53— 77 1T, BURFANBI AT LABkER £ b B8 (0 XU, 2 i B AR G137 1) e h 26
BT T3 RO IAFAE, RN BB R, RO R RAS, AL stgh iy, Al o
2K FBUR A B R[4 [RIFBUR RN TE SRRl 0% T 77 SR A B T RRURM 2k A0 e AR Al XU 7 T 35)
GO ER[S]. RIS, BUFAN AT DR BERIFT S0 AR BUN R &R/, i
LB RIFRIERTRAES, DA 2 R T 8% . @ IS IE TR A
AT, PR T AT SRk

g5 bRTIR, ASCHEH DA AR B

HI: BUR M2k B Sk 5Tt .

PR ) el A A BT R XU il B G I AR LR RO B R AT NS =AM R R IR IE
WO . e, P o R vT AR R R o 2 Al A I R W, N T SRASIBUR S FF
B 51 A T DA SCRERIE A TG By, Aol dd i {4 A S b A R A6 A5 B R BE I LS mI S, A3 55
SAEBNTE B . MBURANEh R SR NBIRF A G, A e il 2088 BT 3 RO Vi 5 5 B 0 kA7 %6 B
SRUATREIRA IR, BRI R R R RS BB 8. JEvk, P ol o e vy DA ) 8 A i 4%
T U 2 (B AATEAS BANKEAR, {4 (0 P s 2 1) T DA BBURS T M b Bh s S I R, AT R A5
BARKFR 6], F9MANFIE H SN2 MEERZE, IR E L R LR FrtHiGsh. 2 TRIT
FRERFRE, G R P R4 ) RE 0% B IR (10 T8 8RR AN [ e 7, B 1R 3 AR A5 B AR AR BUR
AT, SN B s F B B R BRI RCR 6], BRE, A BRI E U W] DLA AU B s AT
Ne 5T, AR S S S W B LR B I o S AR IR, TT AR ERIBURF AR B % 4 A il
BCH T o S T S A 2 P i« X B TR b R 2 R AR LR, A 3 v At Al 9 A S R A
VEH BB AT R 48 AR SR BTG 3l o 59— 7T, P4 i) Ak 2R 0 R oF £ Ml P 3 A7 76 1) R 3
ARG, SR . BRI N R AAT AT BRI [ 7] R, R 25 N 3
IR R A AR ANV AFAE R ZFEARE I 5, 0 Al i L2 3 AT (8], AR ZFEA R I R,
FERAE T T e ahi, T AL A 5L

g5 BRTIR, ASCHEH DU AR B

H2: P54 il e 1 EURT I Bt £ A3 3k ) B i #4642 LA IE g 1R 5 VR
3. MRt
3.1. HXIEFESHIEKIR

ARSCHEHL 2015 45 %2 2023 4RI R A B BT w50 AR o SR U SRR T 18 22 240 PE(CSMAR)
Hh T 5T B0 R 251 €3 (CNRDS), A #4000 SRt T el o8 2 w0 R A 11 PR s 2 il P 50 o AR S f
Statal6 FI excel XA AT AT B3, 13 B MMIAE Y 13,985 1.

32. TEENEEREE
32.1. HEBTE

LB Hr S8 (Patentm & Patentm): A XS HECHE . SRV RAFHE[LO)HITRH T, ELIH SR
N R BT B, R BRI A TR S T B = A R A TR N BB B (Patentm)
B A B, Wedi e B ) 4F R i B R T B 6137 5 B (Patentq). T30 20 Ak A 61 3 B AN B8 R B A A
0 HIIEML, Hoin 1 BURBGH AT B4R,
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322, BRBETE

BURFFMI(Sub): ASCAEYSE T FRFHI11] SAR[10125 25 8 S EURF AN BB (U 2 7 v o AREE DA R AE
FRHATIRE: BER. WL BUF. R BHEIFR. BARTH LK. BB HEAZ), Bt
KIETHRL 863+ NEANL BER L. B EE. BHESGEIRI. PR RIS &K PHEBURRHE SCRR1HT
BUKZR), FMRFAAL RIAER BB BERL B Rl BEEZEOIHRRS), 14518, A, it
B RO BRI PR RS TE. WA AR, AN TESR (I A A AR A1
%), ERARL. HLBAN. T HBEW ., £, 5iH5E. 2HiE. 2 F8SEFa 5 E4 41725).
I, BT TR SR 1 ik 7715 B A A HT RN R . S5 R B A L I BURF BB AN E O
s oL, Hohn 1 B EOEAT AR
3.23. AHTE

PR R B (Te): AN S22 ik (1 2056F P st o A 0 P iy o, e 3l o P 4 o i ok g =
EiEh RN R BRAEEREEA, A R IR 1000 LU = 4RI R .

3.24. FHTE

AR SCAE SR ZE [ 13RIV T [ 14 8 25738 4 ) A% B8 1) 23 RN a2, 7 12 th A L AR (Size) L AFERE (Age)
B (Lev)s B2 F (Roa)s B2 5% (Ato) B4 EL# (Cashflow). EDI A K 2 (Growth)
H MM (Board). ML #H 5 L (Indep) HUAH BT ¥ FFIL LBl (Inst) BB FE (Balance) . 4F-f3(Year).
17k (Industry).

BARA & LN 1

Table 1. Variable definition
F1. TEEX

R & Patentq KRR RIFEN 1 B EIRR 2
ffREAR BURF M Sub BURFAMNEIAN 1 1 B SR X B
RIES P s ) o B Ic 1t P 38 11456 450/1000
b A RS Age ZAEAE A A B LA Z (B0 1 B 4
kA Size ST AR H
S Lev S R B
ORI ETES Roa R B
ks Ato E N e
P AR B3/ Az Cashflow =T Pugla SN 0B RN =R e ISY i
E NI K Growth (BREBIN E—FENIRN) — 1
R Board HF o NBUR A 2R
L EH L Indep G Y e N
HURE BB 5 i L 451 Inst GIRGER g R dsE (il &N
JREAS il i J5E Balance B R AR L1/ 3 — K AR R I LA
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33. HALRE
DG BSURE RP X Aol BB SR IR, A SCREE BLT (Bl
Patentm,, = &, + ;Sub,,_, + a,control,_, +u;, + A, + ¢, (1)
Patentq,, = §, + BSub,,_, + B,control,_, +u, + A, + &, 2
Patentm,, = 4, + 44 Sub,,_, + ,control,_, + wlc, | + 1,Sub,_ *Ic,  +u, + 4, +¢,, 3)
Patentq,, =7, + 7,Sub,, , + r,control, , +7;Ic, , +7,Sub, , *Ic, , +u, + 4, +¢, -1 “)

Hrr, Patentm, Fon i MV ¢ FEHINAIHTEE, Patentq, £~ i M ¢ R EIHTE, Sub,  FR
B AN, T RoR i Al ¢ SR 19 PR B AR B, SubIc /& Sub AN Ie IAC3RIN. control, , AT
B EE.
4. SCUEE I 5 53R
4.1. #HRMEST

22 HIR T RIS A R . i MR E A 13,985 4, Patentm IFKAE A 6.550, fF/MEN O,
SEIME N 3.142; Patentq I KB N 5.846, f/IMEN 0, ~FIEA 2.272, AL B ML A B SR 7 R 5L
KEF, NACHFLEE T Fissbl . Sub M KN 17.979, &/MEN 8.39, HMEHN 14.005. Ic FIE K
fH°M 0.828, H/MEN 0, HMEN 0.627, UiHAREA A1) Py 542 i i S AR R, 2 ALl 8] EURF R S 47
JIEF A R 2R e .

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

® 2. kMgt

A FEAR HMH bRz B/ME S TON|
Patentm 13,985 3.142 1.536 0 6.550
Patentq 13,985 2272 1.457 0 5.846

Sub 13,985 14.005 1.859 8.390 17.979

Ic 13,985 0.627 0.128 0 0.828

Size 13,985 22.220 1.151 19.870 25.484

Lev 13,985 0.406 0.192 0.048 0.904

Roa 13,985 0.036 0.068 -0.238 0.221

Ato 13,985 0.606 0.370 0.093 2.335

Cashflow 13,985 0.047 0.065 -0.153 0.230
Growth 13,985 0.150 0.362 -0.505 2.028

Age 13,985 2.989 0.292 1.609 3.526

Board 13,985 2.098 0.190 1.609 2.565

Indep 13,985 37.848 5.409 33.330 57.140

Inst 13,985 0.401 0.241 0.003 0.900
Balance 13,985 0.386 0.282 0.012 0.997
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4.2. ZLEYISHT

3 R T RO SR ROM NS R, FI(1) R Sub H[8H RN B OVIE, UGB RET
BRSO EETE,  RIIGIE TR Hl. 41(2)%7 Sub FIZZ IR HI R ENIE, i H2

KR .

Table 3. Regression results for main effects and moderating effects

® 3. ERN BTN EIER

Sub

Ic

Sub x Ic

A B

(frel

17l
Ay
FEA =
Adj.R?

(M

2

Patentm
0.156™"
(20.846)

kil
~10.141"*
(-30.129)
a1l
£l
10367

0.354

Patentq
0.193"*

(26.462)

i
~11.560""*
(-34.938)

Patentm
0.156"**
(20.837)
0.571™
(5.269)
0.128™
(2.522)
P
-10.340""
(—30.642)
gl
il
10367

0.356

Patentq
0.192"**
(26.473)
0.676™"
(6.610)
0.166""
(3.344)
P
-11.792"*
(—35.597)
bl
el
10367

0.348

E: ™p<0.01, “p<0.05, *p<0.1, FHESHNt1H.

43. REMEEAEERE

4.3.1. {fiE#E45r T
SR P A6 1) 4543 U i 3 3 4t T P A A2k i) R

s BUR AN AT L 4 B (EREAT 70 AL, R 3Ly

N BUR A B AMRBUF AN B4 . SR R A R N UL R A B v H ST 157, FF ] Pscore X REAHEAT
11 TARVLES, SRWE 4 P, AR N BT TER SRS . BUOSFEARRET PSM BT, Z53
W5 5 s, FIHAFIQ)IIEH RBUIIE 1%KF ERZENIE, R FRE RIaE.

Table 4. Results of balance test

4. PEMRIER

_ ) YA
A FEA X T1E pfE
SEIG A i
Size 22.406 21.865 27.08 0.000
M 22.406 22.407 —0.03 0.978
DOI: 10.12677/fia.2025.145135 1207 [ bR 2 1A


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2025.145135

e

Lev U 0.41838 0.38233 10.57 0.000
M 0.41838 0.41913 —-0.26 0.793
Roa §] 0.03581 0.03495 0.71 0.48
M 0.03581 0.03544 0.38 0.705
Ato U 0.61183 0.5962 2.38 0.017
M 0.61183 0.61389 —-0.36 0.719
Cashflow §] 0.0473 0.04751 —0.18 0.856
M 0.0473 0.04738 —-0.08 0.933
Growth U 0.14785 0.15308 —0.81 0.417
M 0.14785 0.15347 —-1.04 0.299
Age U 2.9992 2.9696 5.7 0.000
M 2.9992 2.9975 0.4 0.692
Board U 2.1053 2.0843 6.19 0.000
M 2.1053 2.0996 2.04 0.042
Indep U 37.814 37.912 -1.02 0.307
M 37.814 37.907 -1.16 0.246
Inst U 0.41466 0.37373 9.57 0.000
M 0.41466 0.41678 —0.59 0.554
Balance U 0.38518 0.38706 —-0.38 0.707
M 0.38518 0.39125 —1.45 0.148
Table 5. PSM regression results
5. PSM EJFER
(1 )
Patentm Patentq
Sub 0.124" 0.165™"
(16.705) (23.111)
A & 25 il il
GE el —8.683"" -10.051"
(—24.804) (-29.201)
17l bl il
Eh i i
HEAE 11987 11987
Adj.R? 0.282 0.250
H: ™p<0.01, "p<0.05 p<0.1, FHSHANtH.
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432. TATEZX

2 B B W] BEATAE FO PR I P9 AV 1), DAARATE B ARA T ML SR AR A =] 2 A FTBURF A B B (Iv) R T
BAME ., %6 SR ER, £ MR TELE R 1%KF LEFENIE, W T EABEREE . MW
BCBUMANI RECITE 1% KT LEZEAIE, SIS REAR 8, FIREIE T e k.

Table 6. Instrumental variable method
#zo6. TATER.

1) 2
1924 FoE
Sub Patentm Patentq
Iv 0.688™**
(12.937)
Sub 1.092° 1.069™
(10.387) (10.967)
Gig el —8.960™ —9.844™ —11.289™
(-10.118) (-17.015) (—20.878)
i A st bkl bkl
A7l Fs il bkl 1l
o Eastl il E
N 10,355 10,355 10,355
Kleibergen-PaaprkLM 4t il & 129.698™" 129.698™
Kleibergen-PaaprkWaldF 4t itz 128.542 128.542

E: "p<0.01, ¥p<0.05, p<0.1, FHEHNtH.

4.3.3. EHIER
H T A S R AR B 61 T 47528 Patentm FI Patentq S7EZE SRINME 9 0 OB, DRI EEH Tobit #5574

FIAZ HIU AW R E NIE, 0E TR HL. H2, Thigs BAa.,

434. BRUBETE

NT RS RE s, EEB AR BRI S B . AR E MR SR
TR AN 115 ) BB 32 T = (Patentm 1) F1 /% B & F#72 T 5 (Patentq 1) BEAT R PEAS L6, [BIJA%5 B anZk 7 77
Q). FHAEBURFANII A R A BE N IE, BUFANIS Pyl i = A8 IR B35 8 IE, 1
WETBW HI. H2, FRUEHISE R,

4.3.5. EMiTHITE

SRy G 5 AR RS AR SCHIE T 45 R, A SR ) AR R B — K AR FE AL L9 (Top) .« [R1VA 45 51 I
% 7503), BUMANIT RECRBURN AN A 3R 0 o B (022 B R 8 8 N IE .t mT WL, a5
TP o) o ) TR T RN 4 1 R S RTS8 R MR IR IE I

=
s
*
=
fas
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Table 7. Robustness tests
= 7. AR

(1) Tobit FL3 (2) BpRAR R (3) HEhnfail AL &
Patentm Patentq Patentm1 Patentql Patentm Patentq
Sub 0.161°*" 0.210"*" 0.148™" 0.184"* 0.157"* 0.1917"
(20.787) (26.585) (20.546) (28.953) (20.884) (26.319)
Ic 0.592"** 0.755™" 0.412"* 0.429"** 0.563"*" 0.686™""
(5.360) (6.687) (4.136) (4.920) (5.192) (6.698)
Sub x Ic 0.125™ 0.152"* 0.105™ 0.113* 0.129* 0.165"*
(2.305) (2.739) (2.159) (2.576) (2.543) 3.317)
AL R Fa il F il F il Fa il Fa il Fz il
Top 0.241" —-0.290""
(1.796) (—2.276)
I -12.297"* -14.407" -9.719"* -10.828"" -10.488™"" -11.614™
(—31.910) (—36.599) (—29.830) (—35.720) (—30.088) (—33.927)
(4 el Etel il il il il
Fhr i F il F il F il F il F il
FEA 10367 10367 10367 10367 10367 10367
Adj.R? 0.115 0.113 0.347 0.328 0.356 0.349

HE: p<0.01, "p<0.05, p<0.1, FHESANt1H.

4.4. FEIESTHR

4.4.1. EFRERMY

ASCHZ IR AN T R T A b 3EAT AR, B DA IR EUR A B 5 L BB SO R AE A [
BB T 225 . G52R8, N IEEHI TR A MRS, AR P BUETT BB Hh Bl 4l 1 4
R B2 IEAR G . UM A B -5 P9 32 ) o B ) 58 T AR B0 LA il b B35 Ok, fE AR A 4
My FRAN 2, AT REAE DR Dy S [ A A 1o AR S ST 6 3 ) A BT A A AR S B A BT A A A R A7 AR R
S ETCVEA RO B A B BIHTE ) .

Table 8. Property rights heterogeneity
8. AR

Akl FEEA ik
Patentm Patentq Patentm Patentq
Sub 0.177"* 0.197"* 0.145"* 0.188"*
(13.868) (15.706) (15.683) (21.121)
Ic 0.397™ 0.549™" 0.596™ 0.675™
(2.217) (3.141) (4.373) (5.333)
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Sub x I¢

P AL

gel

17l
FEhy
FEA =
Adj.R?

0.182"
(2.260)
il
~11.252"
(-20.636)
il
Easl
3354

0.458

0217
(2.788)
a5 il
~12.700""*
(-23.194)

0.089
(1.351)
Eitl
-9.637""
(-20.479)
)
il
7013

0.293

0.133"
(2.071)
a1l
~10.545"
(-23.307)
£t
1)
7013

0.284

E: ™p<0.01, “p<0.05, *p<0.1, FHESHNt1H.

4.4.2. AFIRF R

N HE— PR TUBUR AN B ML BB ST IR, A 25 PNELHE 1508 A AU Rl 7 b e, AR A
b AR (R P (LR RE ARl 70 K Ak A rp /Al B S5 RIS 9, FE PRI R T, ASFE A
P BIBURF AN bk BFT SRR S 24 8 25 IR A 5 o T RO By 5 P T 42 ) Jo o 4 5 L I AR M KA

WA B 2ENIE, fErh AR, R

A

FEFR /N AR A PR A BT TR ANAN A S A4 A

PE A RATE 8 BAT JIEEANE, AT A ROR 15 BURF A B 5 A BB S8 TR 56 A

Table 9. Heterogeneity in enterprise size

F . W HRE R

KAl AR 4
Patentm Patentq Patentm Patentq
Sub 0.184™" 0.220"** 0.122"™ 0.156™"
(16.186) (19.433) (12.282) (16.706)
Ic 0.473"* 0.662"" 0.591" 0.605"**
(2.582) (3.708) (4.038) (4.515)
Sub x Ic 0.182" 0.226* 0.040 0.045
(2.328) (2.810) (0.526) (0.640)
A& Esl il ) Easl
5 H -11.513"" -14.027"* -8.956™" -9.604""
(-18.710) (—22.597) (-12.325) (—14.767)
17l Ecckinl 25 il il £kl
4y Eastl il ) Easl
FEA 4645 4645 5722 5722
Adj.R? 0.358 0.348 0.200 0.188
E: p<0.01, p<0.05, *p<0.1, FHESHNt1H.
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443. BNBITILR R

BURFANIIAE AR P M R R I B, (R4 T R I BT Ry B BB . Rk,
RS H MR ER[16], 225 T mRH AT ok R A m R AT AR s R AT . St
[l 45 R 10, BURFFNBIE R A B E NIE, MR TAESmREAT L, SEHTLM RECE LR, Kb
BUR AN TE R RHE AT W rpott Mk BB SO AR R T b SRR RETE T, FERBHRAT LA 8% £ B 2%
TG AT S 2B HT, e BURF AN B AR RRE FE AR o Al T i AR R B
VR QT TR, BURFANIIR AN 1EFECES, PSR il R 2= A R .

Table 10. Heterogeneity in the high-tech industry
= 10. SREATI =R

BT e BT
Patentm Patentq Patentm Patentq
Sub 0.152"** 0.186™" 0.127"** 0.151"*
(17.339) (21.524) (8.872) (11.473)
Ic 0.684"* 0.805"* 0.342 0.431*
(5.501) (6.716) (1.462) (2.276)
Sub x Ic 0.110" 0.163™ 0.122 0.121
(1.809) (2.782) (1.248) (1.382)
P AL B P P P P
HH I -10.079"" -11.918™ -10.657"" —-11.024™*
(—26.133) (—31.244) (—15.642) (-17.129)
7k P P P P
C) £yl gl Etidl £yl
FEAE 7537 7537 2830 2830
Adj.R? 0.341 0.332 0.349 0.319

W p<0.01, p<0.05, p<0.1, FESHNtIHE,

4.4.4. EFTIRRMY

Bi% ESG B A RBIRANRR B, Hi5YAT W32 B 2 ()32 60, AR SCS 5 5RME[ 1710150 2K 077
BRI N E S YRR e . FRrERIESE R 11, BURAMII REBCUIE 1%/KF LEER
1, TEURFANN5 P s R B A IR AR R RIS b B N IE, RS ARE . R
DR A B AE T 35 A7 0@ 3 T 2 2% (0 A P SRR AP A PR B M, K (5 43 P S 4% i E AT i A o vl
T W66 B 22 Bk, AT 3 A 25500 15 BURF /b B 5 Ak B S 2 TR I 2 &R
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Table 11. Heterogeneity among heavily polluted industries

F 1. EETI RN

5 4AT L JEE 5 YA Tl
Patentm Patentq Patentm Patentq
Sub 0.157*** 0.196™ 0.143*** 0.177***
(5.922) (8.248) (18.332) (23.320)
Ic 0.579 0.513 0.569*** 0.699***
(1.414) (1.567) (5.068) (6.517)
Sub x Ic 0.053 0.157 0.126™ 0.148**
(0.233) (0.871) (2.408) (2.873)
A& Eastl Eadll il Esl
it el -9.300"" -10.798™* -10.757""" —12.247*
(—6.617) (—8.105) (-31.379) (—36.192)
il il P 2 Eik |
FAR Easl Eadl il Easl
FEA & 828 828 9539 9539
Adj.R? 0.289 0.286 0.370 0.361

W p<0.01, Tp<0.05, p<0.1, FESHNtHE,

5. H—H 5o

A ST ELAIESE 1 A AR P2 52 8 1 ) 3 1 U A B 5 AL BT ST R B, O 1t — R TT P A 1 ot
EAANFXEET, BUFHEIS MBS MFR RS 2K AN, ASCR TR A &%
il BT B I AFE AL X (AT B I . A S Hansen [18]HIBTFL, MR TH BORIAS 2

Patentm,, =m, +mSub,,_, *I(Ic,_, <r)+m,Sub,  *I(r <Ic,, <r) )
+--+m,Sub,  *I(r,, <Ic,, <r,)+ jeontrol,  +&,
Patentq, =v, +vSub,,_, *I(Ic,, < f,)+v,Sub,_ *I( f, <Ic,, < f,) ©

+--+v,Sub,  *I(f,_ <Ic,, < f,)+kcontrol,_, +

—1

AR boostrap HHIFEEIEAT I I RCR S, AKUGHAT B — T THE . O T TREAD = 8 TR A5, Hh
FERECH 300 X, Kaiess Funde 12 frox, A alEdcE S M F{H 11.19, p{E 0.003, 7E 5%MHIK
VR, QIR ERSU ISR F A 10.02, p{H 0.017, £ 10%MK T ERE. Bt ASCHE—2 % H %
IW KB 00FEcRE, XU TSI CIH R E, SRME 13. SR N0 mEcErR, NEsEsmRER

BN 0.4426, SRS R N OIET TERS, SR E R T ITREE 278 0.4449. 0.6615,

DA SR N R T, BURANI AL O R AR &, Rl T IR &, A
It R W 14 ZI(DFR . ARSI B E R T THEE /N T 0.4426 B, BUMMIE RECN 0.02, 7 5%
FI7KT 23, N B H R B T TR R T 0.4426 I, BUR AN R E0N 0.033, 78 1%H17KF T 8.3,
W IR i 5 A S o o 1 DR PRI B v BURF A Bkt £ B3 4 280 %) s et i 2 F2 1
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YRR BT R E, BUMANIIIZ OB R, MR SR, X AR
P TS5 e 14 FIQ)FTR. 24 N Ha i & TR
1E 10%HI7KF R 23, sl i S im0 TIRELA T KT 0.4449, /NT5ET 0.6615 B, UM R 3L
H0.027, 1E 1%BI7KF TR, R EdEblm & THE KT 0.6615 B, BURAMLT RECH 0.03, 1E 1%
BI7KSF 3, BERBESE P R E R S, BURARE L B S ) sl B sy, #EmAEE T

R H2.

Table 12. Results of model testing for threshold effects on internal control quality

@ 12. NEMEHIR BN AR RGN ER

INFEET 0.4449 B, BURANITIRECH 0.014,

WA & I THEAN %2 F1{H pfE 10%If A K 5%IEAAKFE  1%IEFAKF
B THE 11.19 0.003 6.763 8.113 10.577
Patentm SUE IR 6.32 0.133 7.108 8.32 12.343
ZEM 2.67 0.857 10.493 12.178 14.419
XUE [ 10.02 0.017 6.512 7.904 10.465
Patentq
—HTHE 3.23 0.733 8.711 9.737 11.736

¥E: KM Bootstrap B & HHEE 300 A5 25 SHEA p 1H.

Table 13. Estimation results for the threshold effect on the quality of internal controls

13, FEMEHIRE TP AT 4R

e & I THE AN IR A 95% B 51X [A]
Patentm T 0.4426 [0.4070, 0.4607]
I 0.4449 [0.4070, 0.4013]
Patentq
it 0.6615 [0.6555, 0.6620]

Table 14. Regression results of threshold effects on internal control quality

14, NEMTHIREER N EYFLER

(M @

Patentm Patentq
Sub (Ic <= 0.4426) 0.020"
(2.266)
Sub (Ic > 0.4426) 0.033"""
(3.970)

Sub (Ic <= 0.4449) 0.014"

(1.708)

Sub (0.4449 <Ic <=0.6615) 0.027"**

(3.451)
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Hk
Sub (Ic > 0.6615) 0.030""
(3.927)
Pl A i Ekil ]
R -10.838"" -10.510""
(-15.126) (-15.655)
7l b il
FA il i
FEA 7547 7480

H: p<0.01, "p<0.05, p<0.1, FHESHNtHE.

6. HIRSEW

ASCLL 2015 4F 4 2023 F)R A B BT A R AREAR, SEUERES T BUR NS L ETET SRR 5%
Ro TELEREY, BUFANBh 2R B SO HE T, Py il 5 & B8 1F i) 115 BURF AN B 5 B8
B R FRESHTRIL, EAA M. K. AT WA R E T Gl o K BURF A B £k A1
WU RO I, IR B ATE S FH R ORIE T ERATIER . 25 0 W R B, BUR #hh
5 A S [AAFE P b B i T TR N . 25 R, $RH DU R &L

HF—, BUTRARBUTANIBOR, 568 (M R TRENLE] . ARYE AR as R, AL RIFEUR
NS 2 BRI BT SR,  DR I 75 ) B RS v R 22 A AN BBOR, AR AT R AL Al
BN T R BATH PR ERRE . [RIRS N 7 Gk B 38 S N 218 BRI, 75 ZE s kb Bh 7%
SRR ERE T BUF AT DAL 58 B I BUMNANIE SRR IR, RN %8 & AU im) RV 1S L k47 A T
FRE R, TETREANIT R, BUR RN SIRRE VPG R R, S OIHETEE S QURTIE M RTIE M
FOH TIPS, RN BN R S Re e B IESCREE R DA I E , L& B RIS R0 FR
NFGIHTRE SRR 2, O th B E 75 ZEBUR SCHREm Ak

F, AR A R, BT OISR RS T o A 3 S A A 1 T 45 A
RS ERATL 1) SR 48 g ALl N 3 b o) B i, DA ORI B B8 4 R 8 3 1 T SRR I H AR o [T i
MR INGE S A RS SN 1 S 1E 5380, $RmtlBi R IR, AR R ik
N BREAE = SR 3E 4 7]
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