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Abstract

In recent years, Chinese governments at all levels have greatly promoted the competitiveness of
manufacturing enterprises through the implementation of the government quality award, which
has played an important role in the overall improvement of Chinese manufacturing industry. The
article focuses on the contribution of the government quality award to regional development. The
article proposes to construct a government quality award contribution model, and comprehen-
sively measures the benefits of the government quality award from three aspects of economic ben-
efits, social benefits, and corporate influence, and builds a promotion effect measure (PID) to quan-
titatively measure the regional development benefits brought by the government quality award.
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m =

EJVE, FESEBMESETBRRER, KKERATHERMFS S, AhEHEATRIE
FTEEMRH. XEFEMRABNREXN XBRBHTRER. REWEBNREXTMER, W&
TR ANV ER= I EBRRERXRHE, WENRIEIRPID (Promotion of
Influence Degree) & &l & BT I & X B R X8R R AR .
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1. 5|8

MR EATF GEE R, TECBRI AR K5k, B2 mREN s as, m
g T A R 2B E 4, MW & i E S %R, BUTAAR SRS T 23R &R
() EE B, R TR b B3R S LA S R E E . Tan (2002)I0 N E K FUE K (NQAs) & FH FH 7 H % —
R ERERAFER2]. N T EA R EERE, 515, MRS TS ), DL I 2
FRER, WX M 4% R WL T R3],

FEW 2 R ERREE., HARRH SRR EE RS S A RSl T 2ENIREE NS
P ZE B e 2B 7 o B, BG SR T 3750 4 0 55 07 IR EURTTBR[4]. 7 2001 45, [ 57 & P2 DL R E AR 20
NEER, SEA T EER, @A T E R R R S TR R R T A A e R
%, B AR sl R Al e e R R 3 ) S B EE S RN 4278 A [S5]. 2004 AF [ SRS SR B IR AA T (R
AR AGTANHEN) (GB/T19580)H S bnifk, LUK (HLERS P HENISLHiH ) (GB/Z19579)F5 Sk 3014
IHT 2012 FHATIEA . (LRGPP HEIID [ SbR (4 AT S tox v (6o B8 B AR A 3 B KR,
EhrEE T EREEE T EFGER B EH.

] 7P K 238 B 70 R BLBURE 5 2 2% 4 45 Bt — s AR AR F (2] 3] [4] [5]. 3 JL4E, E 2
B W IF AR FEBUR T B 2 L SR RE T . 35201 5) AR BE R 2009~2012 4 [a] H [H 3K 45344 K o &
) BT AT EAE, B E R FOR TR BUR RIS E CE A AR AR XISk
MR — @ R a1 WKIIRE, BURF T2 58 s Mk 1 BRI B8 (6] REHZ(2013) Bl AL HLAT
TAEVEEA 424 RAAEREA, @M ZRSHT BT BE 587 A BTBUR 5 2 EA0 1 6T £k 55
RIFEMARERE, G EIR, KA B A /Nl SE i BURT 5t 2 22 1 R 2 (3] B IE 55 (2016) 1 4%
A R AR B A A A E BUIIARRR, LA 2014 4E 327 FERAMHE L LT AR 1304 A
FRA A HE M_ETT2 F B A FE A, T T R DR R 2 ) S Aol A R A 2 LA R M I K
LSEMR[7]0 AH DA b1 25 38 A — B 05 T 2o S SR AL i SR BRG], AR 4 T B AR 1) 20 6 5 W T £
BEAL, R Z AT P VEAR FRE

R, 282\ Al DL 3 g 2 — AN BT R 28 2 T 6 bk A4 T 58 38 AT B 3R 22 A b o 1 X3 R & BT
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DT R o« A SO B DTERAE - 1) B T IBUR RS S AR AR, AR T BUR I 2 DT RS A
2) ZINEBUN T ER R . DT H R0 BN & 20 0 5 S s, ANl e 1
BURT 5 B 2 (R 20 B0 0 A, T AR SC AN R0 A b 288 st AR A b 82 i) = A7 T 2 1 000 BB B80T Joit 8 22 %) R 2
3) AR EEUR B 2L R T8 b DA SRR AR PID (Promotion of Influence Degree) 5 i 4= i H
M BRI S BRIBUR 5 5 2 s R R X0 F A

2. WHEREGAR
2.1. BHFFRER

U T B 2 b 5 XBURF S, B TE 51 SRR A RS AN 5 R A B 0 X A B R - BURF
J 2 DA SRS O A E VA A, LA QT 1 25 [k 2 LA 44 PP i ARt . Mihaela (2015) WA 3%
Z WA E RSB E TS SR R, X E T 3RS 55 SRS VR bR, DETE R
E A T EFETTMR[8]. Victor Prybutok (2010) WY T BURFIKEEEH: , JH(EH PLS /M e &t , *t
MBNQA BEAHEAT T, 3 H MBNQA2002 ikl LLA T U o 2 A & HOl 55 (H ) ImAR S it 17—
B et U S L R SR PRI 9] R A H5(2016) G137 51 A5 71 13 43 DT L v (PS M) T 7 ISR Jo 222 2 il i
IBAT XA B G A TN REMA, UF BB T 221 B a4 T 0 el k2 B L R a8l
HBEMAR T AL 55 4 S A BURAEFI[10]. BEE2004) 5 H, I 2 BL& i 22 M VPIE 1S S AU 3R 2L Ak = AR
RS2, e R g2 BRI T — KL N 51, A T2 o B 5 B AT ) & 5K DA R B L (14 R ALY
T AP R4 2 = A T BRI R 11] [12] [13].

2.2. BUIRERYEITM

2.2.1. BRRAMESTTE

PR RS 73 rido — il LA I 28 P A 2 8 T SR A0 T AT PR BT 14] EAN R T 55 2t
FE AL S WL Rk LU BT R e AT S R X7 T . B RS BRI Rt 5 2 R E (a4 At 5 20 Bk
BAET A LERL, SO R 1l T 52 s 25 8 31— L AN gE A 1% 0 S S B R AL ) — L5208 5 2%
FIRIECARL . ARSI 2% -2 i PLAR B RO BUR o B 32 R 22 B s EAT 1FAY

2.2.2. HEHWEITENIBRSFE

Mt G T A A 2. R, B REFSRISE G, X gl Mimasr BN, i#
ARG K BRI A AL AR R 7 TH AT DTk B S FR . BURF R AR BUR LR IUE , BURRE 54
M HEE AR, B T EYR G AUEE, O E A S AL SRR [15]. JEHHZE(2004) I H 4L 2338 B 1
FEGUE, SAESIEIR . X ERMEE IR ARSI AR 6 A R 2R RS A R
7 I H AR VP TR R [16] 0 FEZR(2007)7E 73 AT #E2x Ra VP 20 PR 2 R Ll EAG R T BURFRE B AL
SRRV FRARR R [17]. B N(Q2009) 12 FI N8 2. #E22% . #EFIG G4 1) ih RFEoodk FE & LA I H Al
AR AR e B BOM BT 00 H L2258 s B R AT B 200, WAL RS 3T TR e A
W E R A SRS, RS R R EBURFBER IH A SRR OB R R, FFE T O BUR R I H A2
R MR AR B HEZL[ 18] FHHR(2012)48 A BURHL B 0 H #1222 PPN (1 9 BRI G VR AR VAR P 07
M, JHEHAZERSE, BRI, ARSI E L2 AT 2 TR RIVER[19]6

3. B RERTERE LT MR ME
3.1. R RER AR
FEI P S L5 % R BURE I RS TURR AT 7 KR FE, REFE 5 Q013)B IR AT, T4 [
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YA 73 BT I T ESURT S5 2 VP A U AV SRR R AR B [3 ] SR E LR it A AL —TBURNAT 7T, L
MBNQA [3R3E AR R, W FESS )15 80008 2 MR R HEAT TIE. WHER, XA
HUHGER] T A TORAR GG L 7 i SR P e AP 03 3 8 L 08 228 25 RSG5 UR [20] - Rudolph
Jacob (2004)k5 & | Baldrige 2RI E AL LA THAI S5 4R bR IR . S5 RERH], IR 2T 10
FPATE, 5ROB AL AT IR L, B MM EE m21]. 5520118 S Gk s B
H5 AT DL H R AR LA B AR S, LB A A lb SRV I Sl RS B, bR
e PR AL I LK P A S8 4 70[22]

AN BUR B2 1 ST H R Sl 51 NS B, ermse gt b se s 7y, JFdEd
SEANEARAT T SR RE PRI, S X IR BT ARE, ST XIRTE S T AR SCHR A BUR
ERE TR AN (K 1),

3.2. B RERYEITMIRE

LA AL RS P 77 THOR BURF BT 22 DTk B BEAT AT 5T . £ 34(2006) FEI SR 4% (0 i UIPANIX — 1/,
RMETAERI M, BT R T, R OEF AT S i R EE A N FE B
FEFR I NS SR PP R IR R, B OBR K IT H PPANT7 RIS S BE, SR msk ST Y

ol & 5 ]
B RER =¢m2§$t< Hip s
A A
A\ 4
S 3E18 =
B LWERE o FUREHR | s
REX

J

RAMSEHN

RIREBEN R

XK LR
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RARXEZFH

Figure 1. Contribution model of government quality award

B 1. B RERTTERE
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A RME[23] AR B R, T 227201612 FFLARIE RV - 5 A FE MR S5 00 5051 2 206F X 348 B 1A~ 38 Dk %
% S TTR Al 7 [X A48 55 e () DT R AE (241 Chin-Sen Lin (2013 )41 % BUR i &2 3 b 3R 2211
Ja I SR T AN AS AT W, 38 FH A A 3 R O 5 2 A A IR S A A TR AR A A 0, DA P B o 2
AR AN = E B S [25] 0 464 (201 1) A A Bl 2 1 B b 8% 6] 5% B IX 48 P %) ol i 2 A DA 2 60 s o 4
1S09004 MIF=AFIRJE, SR NI RESEEN ) NE, FEVFR AU RS T R /A1)
P, I EIESHR REEAT BT RS . P, TR Rt A SRR R VAN R N TR S
PP [26] 0

ARSI W55 Bk B SRR B G = 7 THI SR A 8 1 B 4 4 Al R g s, [ I Al ke X
WL LT 22 R o DR AR BURT o B 2L DT iR 2, M@ BN B 2R PR AL R s (1] 2).

AR A SO BRI 2 2 s VPN BRI T BT R AN L R E W, AU T BUM i & 238 s v
WA R, HAARWT:

1) ZHFVHY - BUR &2 9% FH A L

B SCRT R, BUR B SEE (B) S 1. SRR i B X Bl A ) A A B A &8
EHKT, T EHIMERIFTERABL; 2. BA R IBUFRER, Ml H St S IE

SRS
P b REREHN
SHREEE
ESEYNCE T BH
i
W45
HETH
RESH
ZHT >y RGN
HFRERENE > SUBRSH
v
F— HETHN > REZHE R
RESH
Y

Figure 2. Benefit evaluation model of government quality award

2. B RERMamITNRE
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%

HARGE BIIUA 48 B BICH Al 5 B AN A (B2)s 3. WA P F SRR AT R BUF i &
2, MM EENSWABURE®BS): 4. A FAFBERERZIFRBBUGT R, Ml EskE
(B4). BUR i 245 N AR (C) F ZEAFEBUF N B (CH R L3N BRAR(C2)
DRI, R J B 3 2 P 2t LU O R -
B/C=(B1+B2+B3+B4)/(C1+C2) (1)

2) LSRN - XK EAL SN

ORI 2 A 2= R 43 BT 5 L 6 SRR I X R JR I B 45 . 3 2% §(2012) 5T GRD 45 ik
FED AT, 33 U A AT A A /N AL T T 28 57 = R 0 4 1 BT R 2R SR I B T T A R /N Aol ke
YL X 2255 DTBREE[29] . BRAEBT(2004) 18 i A4 & /N ML S8 4 VPN B BU RIAR L v H vk, Bt T2l
30 N A X AL S R B HERA[30]. (XS H DX AN AR . Nl X 3
G TTRR A A E IR . — R UL TN SRS A B 2 Al sk A S E IR
ANLANEEAA . Pk, 3K JUANEbR T A B AR b o6] DX 8 A R IR BTk EE[3] [6] [15] [27] [28] [31]

ASCYCHTEX R R E ENFAE . FE SN FIRNE = AR, 8 R AP KR
by XA P 359 386 K 2 6T TSR 130 B SEURT T B 20T DX SR R RE A o BTN 98 Hp SRR b 5 T HEA T 27 6 T
ASCHEH PID #EZ5 00 (Promotion of Influence Degree)ighn, Il = A £ E SN K& FiE =75 T
St g A loxt X SR e B s F o DLP= (BB, T8 I DX Py 3R 2 2 Al AP 38 Pl G K e
b IX PRI AR D AT 357 I K B AT LBV B, SReAir B R A Al 3o X 4 e e Bh s e 4 F

a) X E

1) B8 IR AL A AP P (3 K (%) P38 3B S RN K (%) AR R K 2R (%)
IR D sy ry (=123, n RoRFAE . BIRX. BEN;  j=1,2,3,,m LRKB LA F)

i) BB & X AP P A K2 (%) PR E SN K R (%) G- FERNE K (%)
IYRIN: Liv S R (1=123, n FoRBE . HIRX. HEET,; )

b) BARIEA LT

h)

Z:l:l lii _L

PID=| _m s x100% @)

S BRHBIX PTD H5BOK SRR 20 X R R OB . PID 7 4 HAR SN T 1. % PID
HEHORARIE R 0 . (ol 51 RO SR 4 TR R B S AT SN X SR . 2% PID JEAC I
PR BEIT: ol 5138 SRR SRR S JE R B T AR E) X R R, FL PID J0BK, W (X R
FHE ) 3K

4. B RERY N RE N A—IAE W& 6

WU B A 4 G BRI e, b i IR EBUR K ISCRF R, it b se Xl Kk e
R E SRS AE SE it i PR BT, JFIUS RO R BCR . 5 M XA R BN e, H
BRAEBAT IR, VAT Rt R R M, MR RIE S RA — ARk IF HIA T 5 Mt X
IRB ANV AT B BRI T, VAR SCHOE SEARE A . DR e AR S FH B A A3 T S o b [X 080 1 FH Tt
BAAAE VPO BERY,  IOAIEBUR TR 2 A PP R R G A o A BE AT DA R R A R RO R e
M — 5 DTk -
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4.1. EHREBHRERETEAFER

AR LU AR BURT 522 9], 1B 2012~2015 4F3RAS 5 A8 BUR BT 2 1 3L 44 A gE AT I 0F
IR E TG, IR DTS A s SR A b BT [B157 . AW TR & E % 39 43, [ mlik
R 89%. AT K T M BUM T 2 PP e AR AE AR SLBR SR TAN HE ) 55 [ B AT A St (1 o i 2 D e
pRifE, BUEE] 2015 IR, Sl 44 KA E G BUTFER . 8758 BURF TR 220 8 SOt 72
SRR AR BUR B R A BUR AT HR TR STt o b, RRIEPTEAT L. SRR Al R ar AR AL
AL RN G N SRR A AN, 15 75 AR R BUR PR 2 A O
4.2. SHE BT RERS @ ITM
4.2.1. EREBHREREF TN

A UG R 2R T B R U R R BUG PR 22 2 AL L, AR P s LU, A
SCE TR E R BUG BRSNS . WaE, SRS ISR A R BT R A Bl T Ak AR L

1) HEHREBUGRER AN RACE 1)

MR BUR 5B 2N FROAS LA BURF SN BRAS R A ARN A o BURF BN A (C 1) B4 B A% A
IR . HGUF o R P AR, 2012 5~2015 4 5 MR BUR LR BE 4 2050 J576, HIGAT
PATHSE A BURRR 39 KA I RA N

C1=Ym,+(0,/0)
= 485 (12/14) + 565 %(9/10) + 400 #(9/10) + 600 * (9/10)
=182421J77¢

Wi NS | SEBURF BN R A

O N i FRREAN L E

O, N i FEIRMA BB R, i=2012. 2013, 2014, 2015.

AP AN AR (C2) .45 5 =) S Bt O AR 48 4R B B IO A OG5 B AR . BRIl AR . &g
St A RGO R A . BB BUR R AR 2). B BUR R 33 ldR B N 2006 4E
TG TN E RS 3 o DR 3R A Ml N 5 N BRSO ) 2015 4RI, BT N B A 7027 T3 7T,

2) HHEBUR RIS

HREBUN T ER W A TR RARBL) FIMEAB2). L5 (B3) MmN EB4) . HAFT
SERATRD: FRERABL): Al an R S G X, R T ke 0 PR 5 B 2 LA 1 A EE AR =
BB FIEE S HKE, P & AR 2380 201,000 73 76; FAMNSAN(B2): W R BA L8 s,

Table 1. Jilin quality award government input cost questionnaire (unit: 10000 Yuan)

1. EMERERBFRAREKBERENM: AT)

FRASAE AR 2012 4 2013 4E 2014 4£ 2015 4 it
FAL A 10 15 15 15
R pA 95 250 85 285
HLAVF AT A 30 50 50 50
AR Al 350 250 250 250
NN 0 0 0 0
it 485 565 400 600 2050
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Al O S it SRR 2 RO 30 FLARIA BB 1488 KPSl 75 LA B BN A Y 33,500 570 HFAL
a0 (B3): WMWK A PN LG I RAE T EL, SR FEE SRR LAETR 1,174,000
Ji7Gs ahEANEBA): WER BT A FEA SN BRSO AT RS A R, i N E S8R S8
2,742,500 JiJG. HARILFE 3. & 4.
3) ARG BUM 2 2 R L
AR U o7 5 2 9 FH AR PP B, S0 3 MR8 IBURT o B 242 1) 2 ARG AT DA o DA 25 B DISe ) 39 2K
AR Al H5 4 W 5
B/Cn=39=(Bl+B2+B3+B4)/(C1+C2)
=(201000+ 33500 +1174000 +2742500)/(1824.21+ 7027) ~ 468.98: 1

DL 44 FEREAR AV &

Table 2. Enterprise importing excellent performance model input cost

F 2. DASANFHEBERIBANRER

() 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Gt

AR (ST TE) 255 249 328 480 700 735 864 1056 1120 1340 7027

Table 3. Specific cost saving of enterprises

3. W RFETARAR

F(F) o E RGOS A BRI K SR A RSN S (5 76) TBUFHESN B A (J3 7T)
2006 3600 530
2007 4700 940
2008 7300 1400
2009 9500 1750
2010 12,500 2140
2011 15,300 2590
2012 24,400 4300
2013 32,100 5230
2014 38,700 5700
2015 52,900 8920
&t 201,000 33,500

Table 4. Income statement of enterprise
4. EARBYERE

A () LR (I T0) AN (T 8)
2012 149,000 213,500
2013 219,000 528,500
2014 328,000 842,000
2015 478,000 1,158,500
it 1,174,000 2,742,500
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B/Cn=44=(Bl+B2+B3+B4)/(C1*+C2)
={(201000+33500 + 1174000 +2742500) /39 * 44} /(2050 + 7027) ~ 515.94:1

L 39 FAEA A BRI S S5 R TR, S MREBUG R 1 AR, AT 468.98 UL
MIZest et . LLAS AR D Bt M S A R mT . S MR BUR R 1 AL, AT 515.94 A
FL A R o

4.2.2. EMEBAREBRM XA REMWSHT
A3 AR A R 37 KA lIEN 31 K, IRk 6 SR UL RS E SR E, EE
FWINFIRNE BT 7387 o H T T 3 0 ARG V200 555G o 3 X LG9 A X P 3 3 e e, AR SC UG RE AR Al
F T AP K R AT T
TEATT IR I A2 5 R Hh X, b PID A {4k A :
7:1 l; Zfll S z’::l di

L S -R

PID=| +—m S x100% 3)
L S R

Hr, me KRR A

L 53R R B AV AP P (3 K R (%)

L: R X AP AP 3 P K2R (%)

sz SRR A AT 38 3B S U K2R (%)

S FEMRHE X AP AR 32 B A IS KR (%)

rye AR A AR R Y K (%)

R: AR X AP AP R K 2 (%) o

FHREHE a3 5~7.

H ARG ATHH A E MR PID 8500 3.553239%, RIEHFMHE RITFELEIE, BATFIH 2012~2015
ETE MG A S HAR BT, AR 2015 E SR ECE N 172,127 5%, Hhdliglly 34,021 %,
MRSy 125,444 580 37 FREARMIAR ML P EXHE PR, 2015 S/ E SN 1190.68 1476, G KA
Hh XA 7 RSB 8.34% . 2012~2015 AE 5 M AL 7= BME A T I3E K 3R 3.70%, 37 FE A R AL ™
HFETHHKEN 4.87%. 2014 F 31 FKHlE LRI B2 8 o5 & AR B LA B Tl Ak i 8.30%.
2012~2014 4535 MR R LA B DAY 3 77 S I Ky 6.29%, 31 Ziilid b 3R 2 Al 55 7

Table 5. Distribution of output value of enterprises in Jilin in 2012-2015 (unit: 10,000 yuan)
2 5.2012 F~2015 FEMMX W =ERFHIEREM: AT

2012 2013 2014 2015 2012-2015 4P HIEKE (%)
R 11,937.82  12,981.46  13,803.81  14,274.11 3.70
HRA BRI AN 1015.382 1167.68 1227.91 1146.85 4.87
RSy |4 6374.45 6858.23 7287.26 7337.06 3.40
ARG HlE L3RI A 979.58 1127.4 1183.38 1096.55 4.84
HAEE=r 4151.26 4613.89 4991.99 5340.77 472
B RS LRI A 35.81 40.29 44.53 50.3 5.60
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Table 6. Distribution of main business income of enterprises in Jilin in 2012-2015 (unit: 10,000 Yuan)

72 6.2012 F~2015 FEMUMX BN FEW ZEANSHIER(EAA: AHT)

2012 2013 2014 2015 2012~2015 £E-F-EY KA (%)
ARG IR LL B Tl Al 19,835.58  21,950.72  23,220.02  24,102.38 539
AR L 3 Al 1038.31 1187.13 1240.39 1113.65 6.11

Table 7. Distribution of enterprise profits in Jilin area in 2012-2015 (unit: 10,000 Yuan)
# 7.2012 ££~2015 FEMMX A FSHEREA: FT)

2012 2013 2014 2015 2012~2015 P KF (%)
TG FL L L Tl Ak 1161.67 1230.1 1397.69 1171.46 6.36
ARG G BRI A 22.74 47.11 45.6 53 26.10

AP 7.25%. FTLLEH, R GARZG RS SR L ER KR, REWREEFKE
Ry ept ey T H R Al (L KOR TR, SUH AR 2 DRI

5. GRS RE

ASCN B 5 A N BUR 51 S Ak 3N SRS U T B, Al DR AL ) 2278 48 BEKF
ekl A fe . 2ol A% I PPET, RAFBURF TR AL, OSARFT, AT Sl At Alk 5N LB ST K,
SEIL AR A TR R BEAS Al i B e F B o BRI 2 9 Al R B S et XIR R R R e, 3R T IXIE5E 4
1, BURRER ARG G A EBLRE AL S R 7 17 A RE AR« A SCEBORRE
FTEERBUN R EAARRE, IR RRFER . S 2 8%, R RERAER . [,
TNSREUR T2 Al 2 [ A8 57808, A REESRAGIE 2 AR S, AT A% BUR T 22 A7
BRAT, T et M BLTVE PR, St 2 R T

ARSONS TAHESRANE 3 A B ) T 55 Fa AR, I AN BE 58 Aol R R A2 Ao\ A 5T B PRUBRAT 77 T R )
HESHIER, X2 A AR Ja SR FE R B b Bt o Bk, ASSCHIEE [ PID $8 80BN HIRAE R, DRI ERAS
B — B R TCIRREAT B I A ELA, A BERSR A F 78 7T BAdE — 20 AR R0 AN /) 49 473 1 PID 4k
AT BE I R RR AR IR TRI A AR 734 v SR o B 2 R HE B AR AR A
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