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Abstract

In order to explore the relationship between employee responsibility, R&D investment and en-
terprise value, the article takes A-share listed non-financial enterprises in Shanghai and Shenzhen
as the research object, selects the panel data from 2011~2021 as the sample, and empirically ex-
amines the mediating effect of R&D investment in the relationship between employee responsibil-
ity and enterprise value by using multiple regression model. The results show that the fulfillment
of employee responsibility reduces firm value, which still holds when considering the endogeneity
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between the two, and R&D investment mediates between employee responsibility and firm value.
In addition, the negative effect of employee responsibility on firm value is more significant in
high-tech or technology-intensive firms.
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1. 51§

BELTHE SRR, HAREN AL S TR R IR G55, RO E XA S TUESR I T A
R, AR ZHNR BRI 2 TUER EZE, &2 E A RS BT S IR s A ik e,
THaR AL 2 TR N AR R HbR . RRORHERT, MR /RE N EAHRFAT AR T Ak 24, NHGR
18 VA I ZANTTRVE, JFESD 1 Aol s N g A b i s M E 13T . Al B AT 2 5T
HAT N TERE 2 bt R 2 AL, $RT LB S, BRI th v sRAS, B Bl R B AT A2 5
AR AP AME IR W2 IR IR SR, EARFIFEER. A TSRS TR EE T m, Ak
A LTUE LB RE HO it TR TARE AR B, WTRE et b B K. RN Z Ak aY
W OREE, FEAMVYERFSEGrRE T TR R ZAE R, o iR ma A E RSl . ST, Ak A BTIRAEAE
BB, RNV ARMERE T AR A3 N 3 T5E BN, & S B0t
KRB, s v e . 28 EAriR, FATSEH T LA R ok 5 TIER BT R S 2%
Wi A AN E 2 Al B AT 03 T2 5 2 s M Al B A BN T AL I A BN e B AE Al R AR S 4
NAME Z (8] K3 T AEF 2 ARSCIEEL 2011 4228 2021 4E[RIRBE T A BelE &k b A R s drE R
WETEREA, ER AR, kAR JEAT 53 T3 T RN S A B Z B AR SRR &R, RIVBE A 4
A R TR BN, A MEZIFEES . R, Ml & TSR E s BT a5k
AR AN B, RWIE B3 T SUE S b B AR B T 2

2. XEkER SRR
2.1. RATIFESLIMNE

AT AR R BT A AL 2 TR AR S A ANME 2 M OGR4 22 BAT (9 & 7 T 6 Al
MAE IR Z WA A . Ak B TSR R A S SR — N EE G E, 54k 5 E 2 16 24
MERBERXR. S THESSMEZ RKLRTS, Bii¥ARAIFLEIL. —EEE NN,
A AE A 2 BT BRI B TR T LA E . Wright P. Ferris S. P (1997) [1]#2H, BATH£ 34T
AT ANV SRAFBUN 3L HF . Claes F1 Sanal (2004) [21IA A, JEATHE S SRR UG % i B, AATTAR
W s ) 7 2%, Bk A E = AR IE T 5 Bl . Porter M. E. Kramer M. R (2006) [3]3A A4k B 417 4t
S FTAT DL &% S I S R . SR (2013) [4136 . VB AT 2 THT A B T FEAR AL i KUK
M. 2407, R EEQ2014) [51%F R, W BITHSTAEA B TIRI N R E =T . b,
BINCE XA B IEE(2016) [6]25F MBI 703 W Al JB AT 4 2 S0 T et Al 1) b RV A LA AR
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WAER, XEAT NEA BTl . a3 K I 22 TR 5 B 2 [RIAFEAE U 58 5%
% Robert il Robin (1992) [7]HF 5L R, JEATH 2 TARRIG AV g & A, MWmAE HAEAT Ik 5%
Frrp AT AR AL . Karaosmanoglu E, Altinigne N, Isiksal D G (2016) [S]HIAF T g, BATHS 5T
fE AV I A BT, R A4 T Ay AEHL S A SR . Ding D. K (2016) [9]55 I L 45 BB,
Al AT A2 ST R BN H 55 BRI R A (2016) [1018F T folk At & STAR il H i
WA TANE] 7 AN E IR TE . A ) E NN E ZBIF TR R BRAT, Z23[H)(2010) 111K ILAR
JEAT AL B AR SR e AN B2, ERRE AR (2011) (121 H AVETH TS S5 Ak
PHE I EAH BERXRL 0.

BN, ARHEES AN (2010) [1318 50 1 AL SRR T S MM EZ B R R, RIS 5T
RS BUN AR T2 [AAFE B IEAHOR, TSR 58 LR B UG AR, SRR RIFA
W, MPREFEQ012) [14]MAF R REW, NBUFMEFT S, it T SEM 5505 M,
YRR R TS, #2TtESM B S E MG, ETENEMKRAR, Hit2 Tt 5% 50300k
RWARZE . BT LB, AR Eik:

Hla: £ T3 RS I MEAFEIEA R R

Hib: £k 5 T3AE S I MMEAFE AR R

Hle: MR THfFES MMMEANFEMKL K R

2.2. AZBABIR B

KT RBNGNAMEZ R R, ZAR T A A BRI I0A B T4 v I A 4f
Cmmm&Hmmwamﬂ1ﬂu%lA7ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁMﬁﬁﬁn,E%ﬁﬁﬁﬁsﬁ%%EQ@

W TEMISE . FRTKC5 R (2004) [16 38T B 7 HF R AN G R AR AL, R LR ERF & B Al
MEEﬁm%Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁo%%EE%%QM@Uﬂﬂ%mmqm3$A%%%&ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%E
THERBNE N 2 1752 B IEF R R« 2R 2 (2018) [18]HH K I I K BN A By T8 7+ 4
NIZiXiER

SR, T HETTESHARAZIAR LR, FARFMI A EAAEH S5 . Rexhepi G, Kurtishi
S, Bexheti G (2013) [19]LA % Zapciu RM, Hurduzeu G (2015) [20]1#\ Ny, AV B ATH £ AT Bk E 1
AT SERAR AT 5, AT BT 3REUE T 28 HEE2 A7 b s 8, 38 v (i A Al B8 iy 42
TEPE SRR, BTN R BN . R AR R (2019) [21HIRT TS R B, R b AR E A £ SRR AL
ZHIT I AU SR R, (HX TR BT R T K T 2 B SRR, HES) 6!
B E . At — S22 5 REA AT R AL BETR(2010) [22]0F 78 & IR A48 AR I Al S5 7 4%
ANFE AL, BEETELZ NS THTE. BT 2 REIRE], BFR BN SFE R KRR,
R R BRI A, TEVEARIR B AR G 51V 2, At DU IR Bl BAT tE & 5 7 K, ki
FEARBIASIEE . A 5E 4 ). B SF(2019) [23]10HTIA R, #E HEUERAT Mk SR K
Bt 2 BAES A, &R A BRI B IR 2 s AR AT R RN 2R E, RECHIEZ %#H
XML AL 22 TR SR BN Z R R/ M T T2 5, AR 01 L 5AE 5 LB Rk #5 \ Z 18] 56 R K F 5 20
EeA R, TR, SF A R HNTE R T 5T 5 M A0 (8 2 T8 R (A A B 5 B i 458 . IRk,
ARCHEH LA R

H2a: 5 LSRN Z AAELE IEAH DGR R

H2b: 53 T3t 5 i RN Z (B A LE AR 0K &R s

H3: WFRBNLE R T35 i 2 1R A EH
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3. fiRit
3.1. HERIEEFESBEERR

ARSCIRBCPIRPTT A B 2011~2021 4 BT A BB AVIIEHEEAR, FEHUT W R EdR Mk fE: 26—,
HEbR s Alk; 2B, HIBk ST. *ST AalFEA; =, HIBREIEHIELREEAR, HLIRE 8532 4
SLIAE o A SC AP TUAT AT 53 T3 ARE0E S 3 AR, HABdE Kk CSMAR $EE. AR
STATAI16 BHATHMREIG 73871, FEX i E 2 AR &7 T Winsorize 1 F 1% 45 AL H .

32. BEEX

1) B2, MbyHErEET 2R, ASCUILsE Q TR ML E. Tobin’s Q 24l Hinii
B0 HL B B AN LA, A B R R T N B S B35 B AN, % A8 [ ik 7 b 3 i A AT
(Roxt Ak i E I R b, AR ALK AL AT

2) A& MINRRAT T BTt & SRR, FR AR S TUERAT 7038, RN AAiS K
oy, HAOFBBATHE. RToE. HNRE. BN AR 5TE . B SR S5 . A
SCUAMITRRA A AR (9 572 T3S iR A & .

3) AR . AL ERHERIBTA BN B @B E N AL &

4) TR RSCERARRBL, /20, Q= dmRiEE ., SR GEE R SRR, &
WA KA SRR, BT ML ERG WG —. AP, BB, AR
BRAE A & 5.

AR A B E XA 1o

Table 1. Variable description
1. TEULA

A A AP 4B RS A L

K] A% FEEQH TobinQ /5P

H A& R TIAT res FIR il 5% T 53T

A RN RDSpendSum Al FH TR 1 8 4 S

i A 2 FUASE Size AR I E SRR L
TR Lev SRR U AR S
MEFEERNERE ROA2 YN IR I S T S P T
PRI ROE R/ T B GV IR A
P4 b2 Cashflow GE G B A B AR A
El A K#E  Growth ARAEENIN E—HEE RN — 1
AR ELESE CAP B E IO
BT K Investl A ] 5 7 A5 A (K B 4 A A T
M7 # 5 A Indep MST SRR AT SN B
WG — Dual HRKERMAEHER—NMANR L, BUHNO
JBERL B v Topl0 R R e e i e e 4
S ) i Balance2 B B A R AR e B L A8 D AR 8 — DRI 2 o e L 5
AT IR FirmAge In CYHFEFEA — ARBOLFEDR +1)
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3.3. REaE

TobinQ = a, + ayres + a,Size + a; Lev + o, ROA2 + o, ROE + o, Cashflow + o, Growth + o, CAP

M

+ ayInvestl + oy Indep + o\ Dual + o, Topl 0 + o, Seperate + o, FirmAge + ¢,
PR 10N TR LIRS I EZ RIR R, 2 res I RE o NIEHEFEN, 3 Hla
AL, o N HREER, BB HIb BOL, 50 Hle BOZ.
RDSpendSum = S, + pyres + p,Size + f,Lev+ ,ROA2 + B.ROE + f.Cashflow+ B,Growth + f,CAP
+ ByInvestl + B, Indep + B, Dual + ,,Topl 0 + B,,Seperate + f,,FirmAge + &,

Ry AR 2 52 VIR R LI E SUERRAN AR R, 2 res IR g NVIEHEZER, &% H2a
FRAL, BN H R R, R H2b L.
TobinQ =y, + y,res + y,RDSpendSum + y,Size + y,Lev + y;ROA2 + y (ROE + y,Cashflow + y,Growth

2

3
+7,CAP + y, Investl + y, Indep + y,, Dual + y,;Top10 + y,,Seperate + y,; FirmAge + ¢, @

FIRRASRL 3 28 TR IS R BNTE 7 T3R5 A E 2 (B AT RE R, RIE 7, Ay, 107717 3%
M ERRBARERY T HAETE,
4. STUES AR
4.1. EERIALE RS 4T

22 BoR TIRE R ENE EHZER T OLS fhiitgs . X REAALEET OLS [FZ /r, 4t
AL BEAT T White 55361 Hausman K556, AR 35636 45 S 12 2 3%k 56 [ 58 20N AR A Y R ndiase B i3k 47

AR . IEE 2 fENEEE R AP AT ORI, el A bR &, 53 T 3TAERt Al A (B A 52 525
F, BIAVIEINAE 53 ToUE LRI 2 S E I PR,

Table 2. Regression results of the impact of employee responsibility on corporate value

F 2. RIFENEWNEZmMAEYFEER

(1 2
TobinQ TobinQ

res -0.0175"" -0.0170""
(-2.65) (—2.58)
Size -0.126"
(—2.28)
Lev -0.231
(-1.26)
ROA2 1.689™"
(2.80)
ROE 0.235
(0.69)
Cashflow 0.0827
(0.34)
Growth —0.00434
(—0.97)
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Bk
CAP —0.0841""
(—5.46)
Investl -0.326"
(-2.04)
Indep 0.0129""
(3.18)
Dual —0.0534
(-1.12)
Topl0 —0.00262
(-1.03)
Seperate 0.000659
(0.16)
FirmAge 0.618
(1.58)
_cons 2.758" 3.780"""
(13.64) (2.67)
Year Yes Yes
Firm Yes Yes
N 8532 8532

4.2. BEMRIE

N TR D R LSO ST AR AT SR, AER 2 R LA 5 T HEAT AR AR 0 — R A KL

B, TREUEMRARR, SRSURHRAE . FIRINE 3 PR. 1) BORREAR . &3 PR R
ARG A 2017~2021 )5 (I EIASER, BRQ)RBENLE 2 F) IR IEAT R IS5 R . I
ZRFUER], LRAMAERIASEEARLZ G, A TIUESMLGME R 5 SR TR LI H AR
5%AKT LR 2) B A . JATT LA AL S IR B el 51 TSRS 2y, RPYTR AR AL B VS
B, BONHESTUES R T SUE L AMEAA A E LR, 40 2R 3 TSR AT 20 lk i e ™ A=
TIIRE, A2 SUEREAT R G 2> b R 3 R Q)RS ORI ATZ
AR, ARTUERMTEREAE 1%00KF EEZE N0, SRIESCEAR IR 2. 3) Hdllkiim i i H
L5 Q (. MEBMIMEERE, RILTUERIHREONT, HAE 1%K T LR, RUESHRpmRLE
ZJa s BRAEIRRERE R o Z8 EIRATAT LA, Al 53 T 3TAEXT A AR (B A7 AL SR R B2 i B S5 18 2 A

4.3. REMRIE

N A TOE S ANV E 2 18 7] REAFAE R A ARV R AL, ASCOEBEAT 7 DWH AR5, RIS i sk
FEAENAENE . R RZIE, ASCRFMREARR NG WV TR R, £ TREREZHT, X T
HASEAERAT TR, 298N TGS, TARAZE SN R A5 EPIEMR
K&, HFHZKT 10, WHIAFAES TAZENB. BiG, ASCRAMH B/ — 3% Q2SLS)i#17 ]
H, SRIE 40 METHEERFATUER], EFENAENE, ATTUERRIHREEZ N7, B dbE
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Table 3. Robustness test
3. BRI

A5 (D) B2 RA(3) F (4)
TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ valuea
res -0.0790"" -0.0226"" -510325967.1""
(-2.18) (-2.55) (-3.34)
Size 0.404™" -0.210"" -0.125" 2.62510e+10™"
(4.49) (-3.07) (-2.28) (20.52)
Lev -1.365"" —0.169 —0.266 ~1.72087e+10™"
(—4.83) (-0.73) (—1.46) (—4.04)
ROA2 2197 2.859"" 1.836™" —6.30652¢+09
(3.14) (3.81) (3.04) (—0.45)
ROE —0.822" —0.707 0.331 9.32304¢+09
(—2.04) (—1.64) (0.97) (1.17)
Cashflow 0.107 0.284 0.0753 —2.46247¢+09
(0.37) (0.89) 0.31) (—0.44)
Growth —0.000354 -0.0191 —0.00460 -160106749.8
(-0.03) (-1.35) (-1.02) (-1.53)
CAP -0.0532™" -0.128™" -0.0865"" —1.18103e+09"™"
(-2.51) (-5.94) (-5.61) (-3.30)
Invest] -0.281 -0.0151 -0.332" -9.64629¢+09™"
(—1.03) (—0.06) (—2.08) (—2.59)
Indep 0.00538 0.0135™ 0.0129™" -50181969.6
(1.07) (2.52) (3.19) (—0.53)
Dual 0.0267 —0.0587 —0.0502 8054889943
(0.43) (—0.98) (—1.05) (0.72)
Topl0 -0.00898™" 0.00165 -0.00249 116700971.9"
(-2.57) (0.52) (—0.98) (1.97)
Seperate -0.00595 -0.00348 0.000577 -121399968.8
(-1.19) (—0.65) (0.14) (-1.27)
FirmAge 1.942% 0.353 0.628 349197652.1
(2.31) (0.77) (1.60) (0.04)
score —0.00480"""
(-3.57)
_cons -12.19™" 5.984™" 3.805™ —5.41042¢+11"™
(—4.09) (3.47) (2.70) (—16.46)
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 5098 4501 8532 8532
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Table 4. Endogeneity problem handling
4. NEMIERRALE

OSL 2sls(1) 2sls(2)
TobinQ res TobinQ
res -0.0170"" -0.0730""
(-2.58) (=3.99)
Lres 0.3904™"
(21.47)
Size -0.126" 0.1774™ -0.234""
(—2.28) (7.97) (—12.53)
Lev -0.231 -0.1079 -0.915™"
(—1.26) (—0.72) (-7.02)
ROA2 1.689™" 0.1596 6.548""
(2.80) (0.22) (6.97)
ROE 0.235 0.4645 -1.621""
(0.69) (1.00) (-3.52)
Cashflow 0.0827 -0.0091 1.258™"
(0.34) (—0.02) (3.36)
Growth —0.00434 0.1213™ -0.0237"
(-0.97) (3.23) (—1.86)
CAP —0.08417" 0.0015 0.0171
(—5.46) (0.12) (1.56)
Investl -0.326" —0.6895 —0.0808
(-2.04) (—1.65) (—0.36)
Indep 0.0129™ 0.0055 0.00764™"
(3.18) (1.50) (2.72)
Dual -0.0534 —0.0049 0.0778™
(-1.12) (-0.11) (2.05)
Top10 -0.00262 -0.0016 0.00190°
(—1.03) (-1.07) (1.69)
Seperate 0.000659 0.0031 0.000932
(0.16) (1.03) (0.42)
FirmAge 0.618 0.0290 0.0911
(1.58) (0.35) (1.58)
_cons 3.780™" -3.2246™" 6.689""
(2.67) (—5.96) (15.54)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Firm Yes Yes Yes
N 8532 8532 8532
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AL BRI I S AME R, XABIGIE 1 ASCHRIE S Hib. [FE, 2SLS [FIHZER B IE T
OLS T 7 LIRS AR A E A SR L

4.4. NAHLE 4

ARSCAFFH A RONAREAY, SR AT R TSR A E 50, & i el it R NI —
SWURAAEAE T . 22 5 OWLI A (At TH 25 38, L PR () I 45 R s Alk A8 3 TS BN,
Al W A AN D s AR )R BN B B R BN I, B AN SE N, Al ) i
N, WSS A A R0 . T SCRI AR, AIREH T Ak BB IRATBR e i[RI e mi
AP E NI, AR 2 MR REAT R TIHE L, AR BT R B RN
b, EIREAT 03 TS RE e P AL R P8, IOV 9 7 B R DA SEAT 7 <5, (H RSP A AN e
HEIH T AR A TN PRl 28 Al 5 g SR B AN, AT 45 Al A7 B i 25 B AR

Table 5. Mechanism analysis

5. HLElIS A

A5 b B R (2) BAL3)
TobinQ RDSpendSum TobinQ

res -0.0170"" -11399120.7"" -0.0152"
(—2.58) (-3.86) (-2.32)

Size -0.126" 254198884.0™" —0.164™"
(-2.28) (10.29) (—2.96)

Lev -0.231 —417808923.0"" -0.168
(-1.26) (-5.08) (-0.92)

ROA2 1.689™" —511493686.5" 1.767""
(2.80) (—1.89) (2.93)

ROE 0.235 194234748 5 0.206
(0.69) (1.27) (0.60)

Cashflow 0.0827 55566290.4 0.0742
(0.34) (0.51) (0.31)

Growth —0.00434 -97529.2 —0.00432
(-0.97) (—0.05) (-0.97)

CAP -0.0841"" -23636654.1"" -0.0806""
(—5.46) (—3.42) (-5.24)

Investl -0.326" -49352491.8 -0.319"
(—2.04) (—0.69) (—2.00)

Indep 0.0129™ —4964973.4™" 0.0136™"
(3.18) (-2.74) (3.38)

Dual —0.0534 —3072035.4 —0.0530
(-1.12) (-0.14) (-1.11)
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Topl0

Seperate

FirmAge

RDSpendSum

_cons

Year

Firm

N

~0.00262
(-1.03)
0.000659
(0.16)
0.618
(1.58)

3.780""
(2.67)
Yes
Yes
8532

3979508.9™"
(3.48)
~74069.8
(-0.04)
666871409.5""
(3.79)

%

—6.74785e+09"™"
(-10.63)

—0.00322
(-1.27)
0.000670
(0.16)
0.517
(1.32)
1.51e-10""
(5.55)
4.801""
(3.38)
Yes
Yes
8532

4.5. RRYRE

1 T AR S ) Ay S IR B DR FEAN A, TRLG 2 A P N B8 22 B8 AT S L STAERT, ik il
R AN . it — AR IR AN SRR Al G TR S B R R AR R, AE %
TR AL AR F R A, SR B BRSNS B s R R A DL A s AR R Al
FFAE 30 [ 3 28R A Sl R TR S AR SRR . & 6 AR, & 6 B R LotERIA
REONIHEZE, M FIAEE, WML TIERRRLT S, R A ok 5 T 3T i
AR ANAME R K. T4 6 SH=3IRN5 DA M EIREERER, SRR A ToE LR
R RF M FRARAALANE, 55 B SR AN B A SR R Al A X R N AN

Table 6. Heterogeneity analysis

F* 6. FERMDH

A FRHEE A ARt gl PRGN 55 Bl R BEA AR
TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ
res -0.0250"" 0.000931 -0.0275™" —0.00334 —0.00749
(—2.90) (0.10) (-2.77) (—0.35) (-0.56)
Size -0.158" 0.0790 -0.0830 —0.348""" 0.114
(-2.07) (0.95) (-0.99) (-3.71) (0.91)
Lev -0.250 -0.337 -0.154 0.578" -0.992"
(-1.04) (-1.19) (—0.59) (1.94) (—2.49)
ROA2 2.042" 1.236 22777 -0.525 2.433"
(2.58) (1.33) (2.52) (-0.53) (2.06)
ROE 0.0110 0.507 —0.442 1.762"" —0.127
(0.02) (1.01) (—0.89) (3.06) (-0.19)
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o3
Cashflow —0.0368 0.276 0.171 0.657" -0.201
(-0.11) (0.83) (0.47) (1.66) (—0.42)
Growth —0.0258 —0.000734 —0.0218 0.0115 0.000967
(-1.33) (-0.18) (-1.11) (0.41) (0.17)
CAP —0.122™" —0.0436"" -0.119™" —0.0258 -0.109™"
(-5.23) (—2.00) (—4.64) (—1.24) (—2.94)
Investl —0.0836 —0.434™" 0.133 -0.220 -1.046"
(—0.26) (—2.60) (0.41) (—0.78) (—1.96)
Indep 0.0194™" 0.00265 0.00794 0.00402 0.0235™"
(3.46) (0.48) (1.33) (0.68) (2.78)
Dual -0.0706 —0.0272 -0.118" 0.0657 —0.0242
(-1.12) (-0.39) (-1.78) (0.85) (—0.24)
Topl0 0.000649 -0.0104™" 0.00605 -0.00387 -0.0115"
(0.19) (-2.62) (1.59) (—1.00) (-2.02)
Seperate —0.00169 0.00500 —0.00499 0.00600 0.000784
(-0.32) (0.77) (—0.89) (1.07) (0.07)
FirmAge 1.427™ -0.767 1.185" 0.507 -1.087
(2.73) (-1.32) (2.16) (0.81) (-1.22)
_cons 2475 2.753 1.145 8.000"" 3.030
(1.31) (1.21) (0.56) (3.43) (0.84)
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Firm Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 5437 3095 4218 1539 2663

5. RGERSEN

5.1. ARG

BELERIRRE, G TENSGEH B & a, LK R TIOR8 ocE, HEEEN
[ AL B . ASCIEHL 2011~2021 FEARERESE A B LW AR s, BT 5 TovEx e i
Wi, FEAIR A AL LR . 8 — RIVSAERR AN 458 58—, MlbfE R TovE B
NRE B AME R PR, BI S TSR REAT 5 b E SO RO R S, kI i T3 B
BN FEHT BN MG, TR BN g I (et b E N BTt 58=, PR IRALE
S TSR P E IR AR R 2800, 5 TR a7 A S i i, L AE it
oAl B BB AR Al rp RS BE 22

5.2. BUREINL
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