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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 SAR, Macao SAR and Taiwan region-funded enterprises and foreign-funded en-
terprises due to those certain differences in property rights, structural mechanisms, financing diffi-
culties, and management 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 ca-
pacity, intellectual property protection, foreign direct investment, enterprise size and enterprise
innovation efficiency 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 SAR, Macao SAR
and Taiwan region-funded enterprises, government R&D funding, corporate R&D intensity, diges-
tion and absorption capacity, intellectual property protection, enterprise scale have a significant
positive impact on innovation efficiency. As to foreign investment enterprises, digestion and ab-
sorption 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 ad-
ministrative units as the threshold variable to study the impact mechanism of enterprise R&D in-
tensity, industry-university-research cooperation, FDI and enterprise scale for enterprise innova-
tion. We hope this paper can provide a certain policy decision support for the government to im-
plement the research and development fund.
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1. 53|

H [ ZR G [ 7 A SR RN SN TF TR BRI R, W] 1 ORI & B Al AN AN B8 A it A b2 B
Y, & REPA AL AR SR, RS REAR AR TS e =ML R, HEE
AH DA BONHESI AT S N AR TR 5[] [2] [3], XA RA Z BN H I E R ML RS,
BN A 3z F A kAT BR K A58 B LASE i BT R e . #5 2, BATHE R 7 B Al 3= R i
TLBHTRE ST AT BT RL VA A T W R OB A 38, XA gk 3 Ak X A7 R BRI (1 78 70 P23 A R s
B R 28 B A ZBURT XA 5] A 1) S 28 eV A B < RO 4R ) FE R S

MR/ TastEh e ISz —, BRI, SCE& Ml A2E . QIR+
IS . JEE 2P 5 Koompans B AT USR5 W AU a8 BB @ 1t A 2SR T BT R X
XS FIRE I SO B, AEASEIME MBI AR BN IS OL T, FLBUHT 7 H SO F A AR T AN 389
LIS 3l T AR AZAIT F00 B0 BT RO IE BB BORAS [4] o ST OGTE P B i 5 28 P R R &R,
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B S EA M SR E A A = R BB, KZH0 AR “ B Al A = e sk ” [5] [6]
[7], HRie 3@ AN IX — 45 R AR IEAE T B S A il 51 0 B A A ECR A SR s B B IR e——
AREL ][] [9]. ITAESR, Bl QBT IR EURE, PR S bR BT Gk 5¢ 2R BT R 5
ol WERRIL, AEFTA RIS THSSGN . BT S8R MBUFBORS T ZER],
SIS PR A B ARG E 7 2, R S BT R N T ST AR — 8 2 7 [10]. Grimpe & Hussinger [11]
WEFCRIL, P Al R R 35N 58 55 W S i T A B Aol o 52 208 6 [ 12366 - 3 10 48 85 Tl A7 M 6 T B 250 40
(R FE, 49 B ARG AV AEHT P A R R A 72 203 5 T B8 AR 3, i A A AR R 33 N 7K ST A A4
MIRIHT R B ARG, s Bt kg5 18 . PNBRAEF] T R [10] BT A il 7= A 22 55t A B, o FH s f. %
43 #1(Data Envelopment Analysis, DEA) R 5 35 48 5k K A 28 Tk Aol BT 0%, R 85 4ll
[ AR BHT RCRAE AR T A B AR & 5t A, {HH Malmquist F& 50 5 1 G B 8eR A shia Sk i,

BE AR A B B A 5 PR AR R S o BB PR A (13100 DA A Ak 5 BRCE A it o0 &, 45
4 DEA BLAYFI Malmquist Fa 50070, 73 AHN R AT & MR VR R LG8 ™ E . AR [14)5
FIWEEY B A DEA FEAL, B 1 3R E R [V R Tk Al A BRI R o 2 A 355 R RN B AR B3 2
R, I HZERRAT T, SREHN TN WG T AR Al 1 G137 ORI ),
A AP R A 5 NN B S A PR B B R AE AT UMK . S AR T 42 [15) R 3R | 1998~2014 %4
VU BT A ) A R AR B, R FE T AN IR =R s H O, 45 SR R B LA Al DR 3 DA SRR AR A
B E AR 7, ROE A G H B RO, TSR G B AL RIS B Al A T A BE A
WA, BEFHEARIMERBOE AR BR[L61R 2 SR, M =RERME, 0 7T EA.
BB R AM % Al = Fe S i st X Sl 7 R0 B AN TR HE O, 4 SRR B A Al Ah B Al A RS
b XA I DX A 37 AR A FR THE F R AR UGB IR T, B kAL T HoRY B oAy, B i e
R i H B

2. kBT E RN S

A BIH R — B 2 O TR R AL, BT e R 2R A BV RN SR ST AN 1T D P R A R 7 A
SR8 . Forb, W EZ R AIAE . BRI AR SRS =510, HME BRI LA
WL, W T BORMEL . AR B DL i A, D, [ Y AR AR A G R i e
N 3 R AE B BU IR (R&D) Bl VR (R&D)HRIE . 2= & AE 1. IR 5. TR aE
HARPARUR . XF A B4 % (Foreign Direct Investment, FDI). A MV AR )\ Fh bR R AL «

2.1. BIFF R&D #3Bh

20 {20 80 4EAX, G5 3k B S (Christopher Freeman) [17]7F (Technology and Economic Perfor-
mances: Lessons from Japan) —frh i k$et “EXOH R4” S, Ul H AR RG], $fE T
[ X AU AEHE S — [ U BR GE h BA R OCE L E A . X T UM AR L G E S e, 223
e TAREMEE. ARS8 45 HBUR B B I BOR G 8CR ST 2.3 1R I 52,
UG 5 Bl 38 e 7R b A M BB B8 5 IR 00 A 2 B s AU T S I Re . 3 — 80 5 R, BUM
R&D FEHIAF T QI R AR T SR RS [ 1910 FU R B, T BUR Sk = % 52 Bh Aiolb 9% <6 FH i
S, XML A RCR &= AR MR . 257K S [20]48 HHTE M FE LR I LR, BURF R&D %4t
RSNV AE PR BT S . RRBERI D RE[21] 2 P AR R [22] FIRE R BLBUR R&D %t B4t b 818 24
FRFRTE AR . B R B NNV AL, a2 IRIRME[23] 1% 4% LLIR T /il
TN AR AT B, BR TS BURF Bt BB HR N BB R BRI . 45 IR RN BUR B B IEBOR Ak
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XERHIE AR I T A T AR A L, (B B A (07 A BRSNS RS RN B AT N g
2R R AR

2.2. 0 R&D JBRF

Ml R&D 5 XS QB A AR, A2 SCHR BRI T T A EAN[AIAS A 518 AN Ao SR ATHE S5 [24]
FERIH EA S AEBCE R B, B LY. BORAA SR, BB IRIESET R A %, RERs4zH Ak 5]
EZ MR AGTER, FERESH I A, 5 RE MV, BEARANEL . FEE[25] LR
UEFRAE Jy i i 1) 327 SR B BOAR ANV AR TS B, 58 R I ARV AF R HEN AT LA A A b 22 R A0 1 b e
K, AT VAR R . (H A EF R RO AL DO EA ARSI, HRE R TR
IR, BRI Do SRAE e [12] 3 v 1 ol AT b B4 SR A B E A 7 B0 Al B A AN A S ) 52
M o

23. FEMESENE

“CAAMV O AR R T BRSPS A S B BORBURTAR R I SO BT
RIE X E BRI, S ERGHT BT S A ST A AR T P S0 A AR T 21 FE 2 e 1 v
o R LR 2610 TR B S S VRS ek B AR BT RE 07 A 2 AR R, A R T LRI A 3L
HRERNFETT o v IESE[27]WF T A6 ™ 2205 VR BRF I 55 2 A0 9% 28 5 B 11 [ Bl Aok sh 25 BB RE T - (H 2
W ZE 3 S5 [ 28] W 90 R I 2 Wt EL Bl R P 5 A ML A ity % S ke A A Y X Ak T 3 R LG s . 3
SN o S ARERF[291A 97 S WA A ek Al s 18 8 70 B ML= A I G R, IR P 2 S AR
Xt Al A B S e 5 B AR R AR G &R

24. HO%W5

H O SRR IR E R G R, Wind R w4, FARFMRYEH DR S SR AR
FBUERE 1, FEEWIMA R ok, B “H e HEe” A <l D 4MHi8” o Buetoe [30]3EF Tk Al %
W5, ORI 5 B B A A = LR BN R AR BIET . W EAN T 7 [31] 24 TR [ ok 4
NP BRI 7R B, XA S A RO & e 1 B R R FHER AN Al i &R 7 B
PR, A LB e R THIEHEVE IS K. SR, 370 24 HOE 78 R B 11 57 5 5 4l 1 3 4
R B EMIER R Luong [32]KF o K 4247k 1998~2007 E I, BF 78 K ILI%A WK “
SRS o A EEE[33]FE T [E 1998~2007 AL FIEHE A Tk AV B, BF ST R BLH O 32 B 3k
HARAT W FI B, AR ARAT WL Mk B 3= 805 m A B 2%

2.5. jHCR e

Cohen & Levinthal [34]3& T MO E UK, K IAS YR T BE F7 560 A0 5 3 AR J iR 27 > BAG BRI iR
AE, WRSCRE 70 F 50 9 AR T s T B BB SRR K/ o 125 06 A0 S e A [35] DA R [ 2 24 il i Mk A
WERBAR AT 00, RIGZAT L BRI BE F 5k Ak I E 0 Ji5 1 137 Sk B AR S 35 52 . 4 PR T 25 [36]
T TR IO AP IF T A B S RE 02 Al N 38 6138 BX sl () S B TR 3%

2.6. HNRERURIP
Kamwar & Evenson, Schneider %5 A\ SZUERT 78 R B A AR BUER S 7K T A BEXH B8 7= A AR AR A

Mo Allred & Park [371J S0 FE A BRI BUOR G 5 Al QR 2 (W 2BV R 03 “U” REARLMER R . W]
FLAF[38THI I E 1997~2008 444 R A, SR/ R AR S EORBIFT Z AR &, WAL
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KB SR AR BARY AT LG 25 38 = QR KT BB KT B RR P BRI A 200 BB SR80S i 7 RN
WU A BRI ARSI R&D BABA . NRHBANRABAME. AR E[BIRAN 1 BUFHT A AN
ANFIAR P BRI E S FLBH AL B AL A BN IR, 25 RER MW A AN BOR AN EN R BUR I B )
B ML AN, RIBUAWEARAMEAFIR P BLORS OB J1 B, BEAR BN 5 AR AN R
AFIAR P AR BCHOR A MR BN BB O A EL R 55, R BRI BUARS BB SR R X, IR Ab
s KT8 P A TR BN AT 8 i, IR e AR P B S SR BT ML g Aol B B

27. SpEEERB(FDI)

B 4223 55T FDI B G HLE B 7 2, EEMANE. A7k, X358 2 T i BE 7
MR WL L, WA G AL E Ny FDI X HORGUHT % H RN N IE . R E AR
[4015: TULI3 8 WA Bk s, w70 R I FDI BORV AL IR BOR BB S8 E I AR 2t E A, H
VA A EPP/KCF AR S X =2 (1) FDI B AN AR UGB 3E . SR, G AN /b 22 KB FDI 7=
AR B AR i AR Al BB S OB A AR SR 3 R . XIS AN i T (41 R P 2 1) T S AR 2 SIIE T 5
L DI X AR QB AT 3 52, FL T TR RS AFAE U R B AR LR 2R B0 [42] 25T [E] 2000~2014
A 30 MBI THAREAE , B 700 FDI (23 DX 3 G137 e o ELX rh P 0 G105 SR I S A B s 1
RIS, A BT 4R T O R B R 2

2.8. Al HIEE

ARVKEE[ASIWE TG, A BB B3R AR 7 A B 2 S VR o A5 SRS A4V B m BOR Mk Ak
BB BT RCR B B3 IR g2, H2maRe e i b R g e o TR IK B AT R A SR 4510 TE A Al
PRI 51 R BEURA I FRAR S A A TUAR AP B S ds, ETT M A ML SR BT P05 [46] 48 Hi ok 1k
PP Ah RIS ek BT SRR I “ oo B =R R

3. NEIFFAHIB b B F R E RAISSER R
3.1 HRBENERTEUA

BT FIRFS AT, EEUEUN R&D ¥, A R&D GREE. FAEWtafE A WO 5. WAL
REJD BRFERURAT S FDIL Al AR )\ AN A8 5 PR 50 6) 2 52 10T Ay = B A okl i b 0 37 A5 3R i s e P
ik — 25 T A BRI RE M RO . X B, SACAA L AT BCR N R AR B, AR SE AR R

INE, =, + 8,INGOV, + 5, InIN, + 3, In IUR,
+B,INEX, + B, In AB, + 5, InIP, + B, InFDI, + S, In SCA,
+8,In(AB, xGOV, )+ B, In(AB, x IN, )+ B, In( AB, x FDI,)
+8,, In(IN; x IUR, ) + &,

XH, ENNE. BREE. AARMIMEIHEE, GOV NEUN R&D %8, IN Al R&D 5,
IUR NPt &E 1B, EX NHOR S, AB ATHEAIRIREE T, 1P RAIRFZEURY", FDI RS H
75, SCAAMMLIIEL, AB x GOV B RE /I FIEUT R&D BEBIIAC HI, AB x IN AR AE
Al R&D 5 1) AZ HIR, AB x FDI N H AL e /1 A1 AR B4R B2 A B, IN % IUR Jy k. R&D
SREER SRS AE I BT, B O, B~ By AR R, & NBENLIRZE .

3.2. WIBWEARIEIR St

ARSCHE TR N BE AR HEIR S BE A AN BE Al = i A 1) AL BB SR s e R 3R . 48 T4

@)
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MR IRAFIE, 4R TG 2 AN R TE . #ram. PO, 5. HIRAMTER 25 M RITECRAL=
FlRTA H A N e . Horb, dbat. R Wb, 9. B TDOR. WRL. RRE. LR, T
K JOVRRHE R AR AR (hpa. SR, EAR. BRI, . TIVE. TR WA R A s
X; PUNI. R, =i 50 4 DENTEEIX . FE A2 4 ml R 4 % Al B35 e 2 1l PR 40 8 sl
B foh o 5 o DR A A B

J\TUE bR UL AT

1) BUN R&D FEBI(GOV). AU 1) 5 Bk B Fa bR 2 BURN 55 4 7 R&D £ NTLH: 2) 4k
A R&D FEJE(IN). 1l R&D 3 YR Nk R&D a3 A 1%, FAW %4 b R&D 23 N3 S7 HY
Mg 3) F=EHEAEJIFE(UR). FH R&D 28 9 71 3 H i i 1] A I MR R i 55 2245 S H BT o8 ) LG A3 >k
firg: 4) MO GHEXP). HHRGFEINARER T TR, FAEUREE R A 558 5 5 U
ALCENE; 5) HARIKRETI(AB). FIVEAI o8 FE R R SOE P A + BORGIERA + TH ARk 2%
A+ K E MR 2 A BT 5 L & 6) AR BURY(IP) . (5 SIS, B AR T AL
Wik 23t GDP [ LL RIS, 7) A ELEICE (FDI). FDI I R&D A #F %% F S i 4h % 4 L flit 5, 8)
ANV FEL(SCA). SCA H ANV R B G =R E vfabrfii . EELENHRESR TR WL 1R,

Table 1. The descriptive statistics of main variables

* 1 FETEMmEMRIT

2z AHEA Bl A Al Al

e e we NE N wwe owe N mem ose BF Y

E 0.541 0.051 0.397 3592908  0.684  0.021  0.592 1935926  0.372  0.042 0369 855584  0.567 0.063 0.518 801398

e

W

ALIME

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 3592908 0.386 3.085  0.379 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 0.410 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 4769  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 1.272 24.18 3592908 2583 1.816 26.35 1935926 21.95 1.398 2216 855584  22.37 1.525 22.98 801398

3.3. BUEKIS

TS B AR T L g B 5 A B A1 ) A8 I — 4 4 ) b R AR AL A ORI, LA Al 1) 5 41 it
AN AR A Tk LA K 1 22 e 25 P B — e AN I TR AR A B WL 8] 3R PT R 5 45 22 R S - 2 e
AR N A, RS S Hausman A6 36 AS B0t 155 4 (8] 5 SR AR A I 2 BE AL AN AR, i 25 5300 P
65 0 W43, HEZAJFR Hy tu 5x, 2 AR 7, B[] 5 5SS AR 0 AR THI AR 2R 47 (8] ) A 5
HUc, T AR AR 1472 7T RE S BOSR AR A A, P A D BURBLG,  SOAEREAT i e RONE T AR 1] )
LT, RO AR AT PR AR g, B ARG S . X, SR LLC AR IR AT IPS A0 xR A AR R 1)
PRAAEREAT 4T, A SE R 2 Mk 3 s

122 R 3 1R 35 P 2 SRR W 4 T AOROHe A7 A2 A AR P SR B, B T AR 2 P A A i) o 3 —
W, FEARMEETR bR 2 IR IR IR 4 .
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Table 2. LLC test
F 2. LLC #3%

R & A4 R E A VNS4
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""
InNSCA —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
2 3. IPS 118
R & A4 R E VANAEa|4
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™"
InNSCA —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 0IE
VIF A BE Al G b VNS4
InGOV 1.12 1.07 1.42
InIN 1.08 1.16 1.31
InlUR 1.39 1.12 1.44
INEX 1.47 1.11 1.32
INAB 1.21 1.37 1.29
InlP 1.80 1.52 1.70
InFDI 1.44 1.40 1.47
INSCA 1.46 1.37 1.61
DOI: 10.12677/mos.2024.132100 1056 A5 7 3
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B 4 g5 SRaT 50, VIF E8/NT 5, Ui AR & 2 (R AATE 25 B8 L 2 14 n) @
3.4. BREEERERESKRE

3.4.1. AR
¥ F Statal4.0 X #dE 24T AR 1T, #655645 RNk 5. 3% 6 Fios.

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

5. EIEM M ERREEYILEER

fRRBARE Wl R E WA Al REL AN Al R B
—-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
InIUR
(-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. EEMEEREE EEMHER

filREAR AR B4R P Al RS Al ST A
INGOV U R&D % NTE & ENTE
InIN 4k R&D BE BE ENTE
InlUR FEEREAE TR BE NTES NS
INEX HEE S N N ZNTE
InAB THALIR s RE e e 2%
IniP FR = BLRA ENTES nE NTE
InFDI FDI e NTE 2%
INSCA Al R B B NTES
IN(AB*GOV) HARILRE S *x BUR R&D %) B NTE S ZNTES
In(AB*IN) HHRIRRE S x Ak R&D L e NTES 2%
In(AB*FDI) WY EE 3 = FDI B NTES 2%
IN(IN*IUR) 4l R&D 3R x F= 2 A1 1 #E UNTE NS

© WEal. ik R&D 5&E. PR A /E S JHAIIEE 71, FDI Rl B SR 2R B
FAMG R 5, T BUF R&D W B, H I8R5 AUAN R P2 BR3P 0k A 5 Ak BB R B i A B 2
AB*GOV. AB*IN. AB*FDI X0 K LA IEm BERm, U AB 1E8 GOV—E MsEaH/r, BUF
R&D % Blyid i v AW WS B 0 BB 8 7= AR B s AB AR IN—E 137 41, 2l R&D 55 iE
ok B BEAE PR AR ISR 77 TE1 A F G BB R = A B2 ;- AB /E A FDISE (6% H /-, FDI KF
T I B AR FH AT AR RE J TR] A F 6 BB R0 = AR ARG IR . INFTUR X G137 2803 7= A2 TR [a) RR A 5
1] o

@ WG, BUF R&D %l il R&D 8. HALTRUEE /7. KR =R AR A b A A
HREERRW, PEraE . XANA 5 FDI A 5B . AB*GOV. AB*IN. AB*FDI i
WA AR R, BHERE & % Ak AB X GOV—E. IN—E Al FDI-E ¥ A T /EA. IN*IUR
X BT R B R AN 2

@ AhBE L. AR RE ST AT B GO A0 R B W e, AR AR R AR B AR BT A
WA RZE . AB*GOV K& AR ER, H2 AB*IN. AB*FDI W mR 2, U AB Xt
GOV—E EAHITER: ABAENIN-E B5E2 A, Al R&D 5 B a4 Ah IR B 0t B8 3 7= A
itk ;s AB {F N FDI-E 135y H 4, FDI ZK-Fid it B #0E FAIE AR e 58 77 a1 44 XS B 2k =
AR o IN*TUR X 6587 R 1R 5 0 AN S 3%

34.2. REMKE
2 18 B T A B R AS B AR B 18] P REAFAE W AE PR R, XL, R RS0 GMM BERLZ ] py A= 1 il
A, RN :
InE, =5, + B InE, + 5, InGOV, + £, InIN,
+4,INIUR, + B INEX;, + S INAB, + S, In IR, )
+p, INFDI,, + S, InSCA, + &,

iz Statal4.0 BAFXS R4 GMM AR AT IARE R [B1 9, 45 R U0 7 R
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Table 7. The regression result of system GMM model

F 7. A% GMM 1REE]ILER

R & RS ESA W G Al R EYL AN AL R
0.591*** 0.376* 0.358**
InEt-1
(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
InIUR
(-0.278) (-0.410) (0.680)
-0.152 —-0.084 0.126
InEX
(—0.350) (=1.390) (1.290)
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.

AT [ R RO AR AR AT R S8 GMM AR [l VT 45 SR LG, ) DAAS H A Al 2 ] )1 45 2R BB R A KL
BN AFAEZES, BANTE S5 RS YRR IE R 52 45 RIEARSE — B0 BIaT DAIE F e R A S 5
PRIEASAEAE A ZE P ]

35 GRAHSL

3.5.1. BUFF R&D #EEI(GOV) + 1)l R&D 58 (IN)

Xf—SE N BEARl, B SCHRAS T 2R IR B IR, AV AEREAT O 0 H B A B 2 O E )
RESREMHNARERE, FEA G SAF . RS0, Tgitd, BUf R&D HHIE L2
FENFE AN QI BB R EH . BEIR G BT R B2 BN R R AL E . W sSER
IR, EGHOE K& AR, SEGER G R REZR, U HEBUN R&D Bl
A A B B AR RN o AN AN EA R B BEE BB SR, A2 B S BOR  BR R B £
VR JE B, FEEUT R&D % Bl R&D 58 B Xt i b 87 2k 2 B AT 7 2B B 3 5
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TiheEE &%

35.2. FEHEIENE(IUR)

BTGRP BTA S T 5 R RIS E SRV &6, ERERSEREHRAR S
Btk RIS AR OR . TR AR R AR R AR AR . AR e KR A2, A
WELAL S, AL ERHLMBEME, BIREEIE, RIREERA, IR Bl G Bk
WALl ISR, WHUR SR RS R, BUE - # SR AR, ARt e AE 7 5 6%
BUAFAE KRR, FIA 7 2 X B R SO A K

3.5.3. JH{LIRULEESI(AB)

T AT B 750 = T i A 1 b PR 3 R 2 A AR A T A . b AE R KT I AR R BE TR
B S I A PR SO B W DR T S AR S BT = 4 M B S R R AT DL B R K, BB
W N8 UL, AR RS T BESRTHX SERE & % S R R 2, ZER BTl iR B R I 5%
FEAG A TR B B B e R R B B A

3.5.4. JMEHEIERFE(FDI)

B X AT UK I3 T, FRIE P 3 Ak 2 d BRI 2R FDI AR T2, HoR. FHEAKLS,
HIFETE A QB ARSI, WM T 7= MR A A S R IEE R 2 M 2. AR SR A
HTRE DB WHER TR AT = BURS R R AR W 5638, (F LRI AR SN 1 £ AL, 78 FDI 3 AR E
FURE S5 AT ZE 07 Jo5 T A OB R 0 IR0 B, e 88 2 AT BRI AL, 7= S IE R AR AT S B 44X
PFHANFICE . IR E R AH RSB AR, SEEIN FDI P A b A &,
A IR R R AR T e, Rk, FDI SHSER G B AEScR B g BEm. sl S e
B 1AL AR E A B RS AR R, X FDI 51 R BB AR Rt AE e b i A R B 2 AT, K
BEA T H AR QIR AA, A% B (145 B3R A W) 25 R L RIS 20 25 SR FDI BN SR AR 568
T B G IR AR SE

3.5.5. fALHHR(SCA)

PY BRI £ B A R R RO, BRBBREI S S 2 I &y HOR . A SERHAIE 2R, KA
VIR IR, TR T AL M R T35 4, WUl A A & T 32 3)
BATHER BIHT, MM T R R B ACE . A Aok, JLA B 78 Kb Pyt i b B g /N, TEi% 5%
PR IR AW S 2 MR TR B R, SRR s A (e e .

3.5.6. HO®S(EX)

H SR G R 2 T AT RO . SHIERF LS5 AR, SR G0 3 B Susose B w ) “
222887 o FEH R R, — 5 T Al BedE T N B Mk 4851 5 B X & 50 & e /KA [, Jevk gl ik
S IR BT HR,  J— T AT Re A FEA A BT 1 B A Mk A 6 m) T X A 5E b 55, T R
B RSN AN RS, HAR W FER MmN T IaEE, BORSEEAKR, TCERE LA
H K -

3.5.7. FIRFAURIF(IP)

KR P BRSSP B2 Al BT RCRIE T A B s, RS RE T REREARL G A% %
B, ERKEEA R ERSIHE. LU, B PEANUE R ] T AN AR R MRS SR
FEL T R A ERBN A, WD T T EEOR R R AEN, BEAS TP AL B AR R
Tho MG T AN EH RCRAR, WILR MY B AR BRG] AR 1k H AR Ahig, B AR Ak B8 R e
BN (RS, BOR AR BT B0 1. AR AL AR KR T A PR RS B 5 B, BOR T A i

DOI: 10.12677/mos.2024.132100 1060 e RSE TR


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2024.132100

K TR R P A HURE DRI S B AR AT S, FEAR AP B A ML BT A B AE Xt 13T 2R A
BAT 5 5.

4. I THEU R A9 SEHERR SR

BUF R&D % Bh % H 12 55 1E 1 B GH T RIS Sh AR M S8 Ig Rk R, RBUFBUER
FEMRES B BR N —FFE, BEFSOIRENIR, BERBEAEEsh IR B, i &R
BoE, SEHLN AR T, (HRABUF R&D I 44 45 A b A1) 357 250 5 1) 5 i [R) A6 T 1 5o 4 4 £\l
Hi ARG =B e N, EAE AL F-FAT AR AT RN 25 58 2AS [ A il Al @ kP . R K-
SRASBURN B M 5 A2 AR, SEEUN R&D & BB 2R /2 4k 2 etk goma . Rk, Ak
— I IRBEBURF R&D FEIAI T TR RN,  PAE KPR B B R IEBURF R&D H B,  FUARYE 2 1k Al i P2 AU
O BURF R&D % B RUR AT R 1Pl
4.1. Hansen | JH#EE])34&8Y

Hansen [ 1 Al AR R RIE a0 F -

Vi =XpB +€,G <y

Vi =Xf,+€,0 >y
Hrpy AR E, x Ap*l Rl ERE, o AR, IR g F7ER @ T TR ERRE
AEHESAT 4, DA TR AR B 0 1 IR AR RS R B AR I B T A

ARIEPEURB BN R&D HENENT TR &, 735 T 4k R&D S (IN) ;=225 1E 15
(IUR). 4 BB (FDI) AT ML AR (SCA) KL B35 R (BE) s ma L], A i E A R i R .

INE, =6, +a, InIN, (GOV, <7)+a, InIN, (GOV, >7)

®)

4

+6,InIUR, + 6, In FDI, +6,InSCA, +¢&, @

INE; =6, +2, INIUR, (GOV, <y)+a, InIUR, (GOV, > ) ©)
+0,InIN;, + 6, InFDI, +6,InSCA, + ¢,

INE, =6, +a, INFDI, (GOV, <y)+a, InFDI, (GOV, > y) ©)
+6,InIN, +6, InIUR, + 6, InSCA, +¢,

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

+6,InIN, +6, In1UR, + 6, In FDI,, + ¢,
Hr, E R#ERAE, IN. IUR. FDI. SCA NI BB, GOV NI THLAr&,
4.2. BIFF R&D ZEEhEYITHESI R 408

B, TERKBUT R&D BB Mk R&D SEZ, 220G 1F 11, FDI AV LR 75 47 72 1 TR
OB, CLREAFAET THEE, Rk — DAl TR B . A0 BT X e I AR — TR, AF
(IME A = E T TS OLE — AT A s . Herb, B — PTG IG (K R BE Ho O “BERSTEI TR ™, 4%
FefBee Hoow “BRD s —1THE” DA,

4.2.1. R
Xof B AV HEAT BUR R&D BT TRl RS AG 36 &5 SR n e 8 Fiom
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Table 8. The threshold effect test of government R&D funding for domestic-funded enterprises
% 8. MBI BT R&D EBIAN IR 438

P1{H IN IUR FDI SCA
BT 0.0000 0.5367 0 0.5267
U A 0.9000 0.6100
=E T

ghig AFAER— [ TR AL FARL Y AFAER— [ TRE AL pARL
I IR A A 0.1152 0.0619
ZRONE X [] (0.1082, 0.1152) (0.0517, 0.0621)

K Statal4.0 # Al iHiZ#% AL, Bootstrap ¥ B A 400 K. M 7 Bk KSE Rk, P4k R&D %
FEN) T T iR A B, B— ARG b p {0 0.0000, 7F 1% &35 /K EIR4e R R, e &4
B Hy “BRUN A — T THERON.” 5 BT THERSG  p {2 0.9000, AN, AR & PRI Hy “RiAY
NI, B2 R SE Ho “ PR B — [ THE” o BURF R&D R BN 4k R&D 58 & B — [ THE I T T PR A
90.1152, [TFRAS TR A 95% B 4% [X. 18] 2 B A SR LG 56 G5 T BB /N T 5% 5 25 /K1 R Bl FAR y #4 F)
XIa], o 95%[1 & (7 X ] 24(0.1082, 0.1152). RAE[TRENSBUT R&D B B MR K /N 73 AR B Bl RIS
GOV <0.1152 Fl = BB GOV >0.1152 . FDI KN [AIAE & fi— [ THE RS, BT CAAR R T T fd 1 0.0619
K173 KB BIEEE GOV < 0.0619 s % B #NAR GOV > 0.0619 o A ¥ AP 22 0F &1 71 (IUR) S — 1 HE
MR, p {E 05367 A2, FTAEEZ EMRE Ho “BEBUGT THERN” o B (SCA) S5 Ik IF],
R 5 REANAFLE T TR 2800

4.22. HREFEE
XA & BT AV AT BUR R&D B3 B [ THE RN A 36 45 R A0 9 B
Table 9. The threshold effect test of government R&D funding for Hong Kong SAR, Macao SAR and Taiwan region-funded

enterprises
F 9. BEREECI AT R&D FENR T AL

P{H IN IUR FDI SCA
EA )i 0.0033 0.2314 0.0633 0.0300
U I 0.0600 0.1000 0.2467
—HE[ 0.8967 0.9633
& AEAE X | IR Ak oI TREON; AFAERUE | TR R FAE B — [ THERH
IRl A 0.0136, 0.0155 0.0136, 0.0155 0.0155
BN X [i] (0.0129, 0.0138) (0.0136, 0.0138) (0.0146, 0.0155)
(0.0139, 0.0155) (0.0139, 0.0155)

X9 AL, AEIRA A S, BUF R&D FBI(GOV)X Ak R&D 5 B (IN) F 1Al RIS A 56 45 R
SIRTNR, B TR RN A p B 0.0033,  7E 10% 0 5525 /K P 2 52 5% AR H“ AR AL Ry B — T TRE 7,
TEA R Ho “BEAUAAAAE T TRRZRN.” 5 WU [ TARAT IR 25 3 P {0 0.0600, 7£ 1%M/K 1 W3, #%
PR Hy “BIRAXCE [THE” , FE48 SR Ho “BEBCN R —THE” o = [ TR R I 45 S p (oA
0.8967, #ZJEfRik Ho “HEAUNXEITME” , E4&FMHE H “BACH == TH” . HIL1E, BUA
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R&D % H(GOV) X & % Ak R&D #5 5 (IN) XU E [ AR o e UEE [ HE 287 (4 1T BRAE 23 531 v 0.013
A10.0155, it 95%IK) B 15 [X 8] 43 51 4(0.0129, 0.0138)#1(0.0139, 0.0155). R4 I TBR{E K EUF R&D %
BRIy AR VS BhARAR, o S B AR R o S B . 7606 P2 i A D1 FE (UR) R T A 2 i 36 v, B0
— I THERS. p {0 0.2314, #2532 Ji R Ho “BEALTE [ THE” o FDI 5 TUR LR XU [ THE RN B AL . X 4l
AV HRE (SCAY IR 45 S b, B — [ THERRRE Y p B4 0.0300, 7E 5%II/KT- E 23, #E52% 3R Hy “ iRl
NE—TTHE” , WE TR IS RARE, W2 R R Ho “BEESh— T

4.23. shEal
X AT ANV AT BURF R&D ¥t Bl I MR 250 N A 56 45 B n e 10 B o

Table 10. The threshold effect test of government R&D funding for foreign-funded enterprises
2 10. SNEEBAT R&D FENED THES N 4438

P14 IN IUR FDI SCA
BT THE 0.0200 0.0199 0.1000 0.7067
RUEE [ HE 0.6900 0.0267 0.8433
=HEHE 0.2900

EES AEAE B — [ R 58 AFAE X | TR 34 FAAE B — [ TRERLR FARL

IR A 0.0331 0.0013, 0.0938 0.0013
RO [X [] (0.0323, 0.0333) (0.0007, 0.0013) (0.0007, 0.0013)

(0.0877, 0.0994)

710 AP AU R&D BN M RN AT IR 245 5 . AR, Al R&D 55 (IN) FAY 1A 280 A2 B —
FIAE, T TARASTHE 0.0331 AT R4 AR ¥ B AL GOV < 0.0331 Fl /& ¥ B ARAR GOV > 0.0331 . X 7= 24 4fF
EAE S FE(WUR)ZEXE [ THERE AL, [ IHEAb 112 20 51 0.0013 F1100938,  H R 43 AAR B BRI . s 5 B
BRI R 0% B AR = . BURF R&D %t B(GOV) %t FDI [T TA RS & 5 — T TR, T TREAE D 0.0013, X £ixalb At
BEL(SCA) T T HE K

4.3. BIFF R&D FEEN BN RO HEER

43.1. AL

AR 1R 28R A 36 AT PRAELAS v, AR SCIE B — T TR L 23 AT BUR R&D % Bl (GOV) % A 5 Al
R&D 5 £ (IN)FI FDI FHELR RS . 75 L4l R&D 53 FE (IN) N | Al il A5 &1, Boostrap fiti tH 5. —17]
FRAE A 0.1152, LL FDI A0 IHE MR AL Sy, AHRIA S —TRRAA 0.0619. PLABEAXT R, BUF R&D
BE BN ARG B — T TR Al T 25 R e 11 PR

Table 11. The threshold effect estimation result of government R&D funding for domestic-funded enterprises
F 11. AR BT R&D BRI TR it SR

GOV |1 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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e 11, GOV [ THEH ) L-GOV FoR 2 B, H-GOV RIRH2 i B, 4l R&D
SRFE(N) RIS THES R B R, IRBEEEE T, IN FIREGR IEm S0, R\MMBURASR IN XL a1
BRI BT 1E 1R 2 2 AR R, BN 6.135. e M B T, IN I RERE A B,
R IN S ALE SR A BE SR, HSR R ECN-0.0248, BEHHEUN R&D BT Ehxt A 5 Ak
R&D HEFEIOIHT AR RA BN, B E B BUR R&D B BIAFI T4l R&D % A Al B 0%
MFETE. 1 FDI 7EAR 52 BhAURE R, RECERRRE R, SR FDI X AL G H 80 2 1E i B 2 35
Wi 7E 5 B BRI, FDI S QUET R B B3 1 E BR8N, (H R 50 A8/ HO B WA BT R %,
Wi B B 5 U R&D 7 Bh A K12 7, FDIG A ML B8 R Al /6 F Ak T R Bt RIMIRRIAS 5% BIRES
FAFT FDI X EEH R LT

432 HEREFEAE

HIBUR R&D % it iR & ¥ Al R&D #2E(IN) FDI AL A (SCA) I T THE RSl - (46 51, i
PSR T TSR0 IN A DI AR AR AEAG T 04, SR — T TREBRLAE X SCA HITTRE MG 120 #r . JLTTHR
RNl THEE R 12 PR .
Table 12. The threshold effect estimation result of government R&D funding for Hong Kong SAR, Macao SAR and Taiwan

region-funded enterprises
#z 12, BRAEMIBAT R&D BB THE R 145 R

GOV | TH IN FDI SCA
5.321%** 0.0922 0.241%**
L-GOV
(1.050) (0.0774) (0.0736)
4481 0.0158
M-GOV
(1.072) (0.0795)
5.730%** 0.130* 0.339%**
H-GOV
(1.038) (0.0748) (0.0660)

fE# 12 1, L-GOV. M-GOV Fl H-GOV 437l 7 i B B RIAR . o &5 5 Bh A BERIC B2 BRI . 7E %)
IN P25 SRrp, = Al BRI REOE M B35, RGBS, BEEEBUN R&D % BRI
MIEETE, INKTHEE R LG 4 ab T 2 Z W A . (B2, BEE BB R4 T, SR8 /NEIKE
B, HBLE“U” BCR, IN SRR R 5B/ GRS G % BN R&D % BhAb T
RHFBDRASET, FDI X QIH S A E AR E, UHA T &5 R, FDI X Gk
MIRCIRTE 1% /KT R, R FDI XF O8GRI RE 0 b ot B bh 3 &, BURBCR ML T A&
EREE . BUNE RS . SHHEUN R&D & B RT3 TE FDI X Ak B35 R
SN, EBUN R&D BB B e b, (RS BRI N, AR 6] e 1) 5 I 2 Y2 3 1E [ 1) 5
R BN R R R R e, FLRS I R R B NSRS (R R AR, 1 B B A BURE
R&D Bt AU A48 5y, PSR & % A 1) Al RUASE T G117 2502 110 52 i 7 S Do 48 5

4.3.3. ShsEfeil

FRAE BT SCH T TRE RS AR B 458 5L, AME ML BUR R&D % W) £k R&D 522 (IN)FI FDI S 88— TR
FERHEAT AR LM [ A0 4, 672 S 1 77 B (JUR) SR FH LB [T AR AR 3R AT B 0 b o JH TR 0k 7 A 8
W% 13 s,
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Table 13. The threshold effect estimation result of government R&D funding for foreign-funded enterprises
= 13, SNEILEAFT R&D ERENAYI TSRl 45 R

GOV [ H IN IUR FDI
1,339 2 35k -0.0418
LoV (0.449) (0.872) (0.0651)
0,579
M-Gov (0.143)
4.124%% 0.0481 0.0573
rreov (1113) (0.406) (0.0406)

BUR R&D 7 B b TR HUE AN S SRS I, A8 Al R&D i B (IN) K18 280 2 1 5 T 5] 52 4 2 1F
i, HBEEBUN R&D #EIRIBLISE S, M RE R/ NER, RFBUF R&D % B INAE FIT IN Xt4h
TN AR AR BE R o AT AR b= A AE T B (UR) M R 45 5, 7E BB HUBLAR T, TUR X4
BCR R R, PRI, RERRINR B RE R, SRR, RAEEN. &4
A EMARECHE, FEEUF R&D WU RIS N, TUR XA GE ReR 1 ssm 23 “U” . FDI
PG4 R, BUR R&D W B AR B m A fb i, FDI SR RCR s AN 53, W ARE 210
o, KRR LAAS e Bl 8 B AU 14 0, FDI G137 R R B SR T4 T

4.4. GRS ITL

4.4.1. R

FFRIASGE MR, BUF R&D % Bhxt A % 4k R&D FFE (A1 N 7= AL 5 %8s, {E%t FDI
IR BN I EAAEE B E o BARERIA: —J71H, BUF R&D BBtk BB A A= Bt s 2,
B % 42 3N 2 (6 13 Ml 3 e HoA VR I 75 R, SRR A &, B AL A BT R R R
P, SR BN AN . 5 —J7 T, BUFHE R KO IR R, x4k 5 A k) 5
HAT A . RS TRIE NI A S 1 B I B Z AR e 3, S0 JE QIR B il it F- 40T NSRS BUR R&D %
B, EEAHTAIEE S, SEEUR R VENIR . MOTT,  BURFSAREE & AL R R BT, &
8D X4 R AR B A SRR, LIRSS R ARAHLIX, AR AE R em,
PRI AR BT G A0 AL, IBURF 25 RS RIF R T Y i 55 DX AT R«

442 BREFRS

BT RTRSAE AT RY, BUF R&D BN & ¥ Ak R&D H FE F A1 37 RN 77 4 1E“ U 7 AL RS i,
Xt FDI 1A 0SL A A ML FUSE R BT LA I 2O - HSIR G BT QIR R AR, HEE LN
HUF R&D HBh, RIFEUR BB GIHTE sh AN I 25 ROV TE R, A5 BhEUR % &M SR, BRARE 4
bR ARG RERA . B AT AR, WEREIIEE, MUK EURFRGE IR BB, PR
A% by DX AV BRI A, ) BRI B Al R R AR BRSO A, [ I R LU
R&D % 4 Fl i I s B FEALA, B LA R B8 PRI R AR 9 o

4.4.3. vl

ST ATRTE M R, BUF R&D W EhX M Al R&D 585 1 A 2w, B IE RS, %t
IUR [ORIHTHLE = 2E ) “U” BU52ma, XF FDI AT RN 1 T TRE Al TF 45 FIFAN R % . X P46 LLEBUR R&D
WEMTE T, ANE SN SR RSN, BRI A R, R BB s J1. T4
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TiheEE &%

WA BB IEA R HIHLX,  BURF 7 E 50058 Al 1 7€ 53 AN B LA, AN A+ B
B, e E AR RIS, BRG] S Ah R AT P S A AR T A

5. GRS RE

G, ARSI E RNV, SRR TEUN R&D BB VRS )\ AN B AR AR = AT A 4
WEH BRI RN Hk, Hik—8, DLEUS R&D BEH NI THEAS &, R 7k R&D SREE. /=20
EAEFIEE S FDU MY R TR AR S 2 AR R Al BUFT AR I I RCR . B B0 A 3 B AR
HZHEE W HRPITE R T:

1) BUFR&D BB, MV R&D IR PTG E R OS5 WMACIRE S« FR BRSPS
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