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Abstract

A prerequisite for the promotion of a nation’s innovation ability is the input of scientific research,
but there are always many multi-collinearity problems among the indexes. In order to know the
R&D input-output mode, 31 provinces are divided into two parts to set up ridge regression and
PLS regression models separately. The research results show that different areas are influenced
by different factors. The Midwest is susceptible to the input of the government and companies,
while the technological innovation consciousness of the enterprises in the developed area is
stronger.
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1. 51§

BRI IT 5 1050 K (R&D)RE 7 2 i & — N [ XRH AR 58 70 B O e 5 DI Gk e by, R %
A% — [ R R A FE 7K P RS 21 e e PR FH o 06X 7 T IR 7 16 P A ) 2 3 LS T & IR
Griliches (1979, 1986) [ 1] [2]#& H ENIRAE 7= s %k, DRV ™= &R 55 A S N T4 N 1 45 5% < Hitt 55(1996)
(31078 R BARY B = GFBe S T 4 P N R3S N34 0. Inonu (2003) [4]LARE T /3 A H2E A H
W4 S N35) GDP brEsr s, WEBFRIE . SO ZE SR Mo R AT A . fEEPE, RITE
(2007) [5]4E SCI RIFEHATIIR SCE R = AR bR, 8 I TR 2 RN ™= oG R, A
SE TR BE 0 b s [ KB L BHIFE BN BHIEN 53 550 8% B TA) 45 DR 38 1Y) 0% R o 2R 55(2009) (6]
MBS R 25 BHIE A D3 BHITES AN B = H DU B 3R 100 A B G 57 T s MR RV 22 2 00 FH 0 ST A4 A 2

R A OGBS K SIIER SO T & 5 A A AE — S 8 (5 BT A B N F8 b 2 8] I AR AR BT
IRZAEOL FAFAE 2 ALk, BHEEMT R S BB MATRE .. Hoh, DA WK Z 4R — 7=
BVR AT MR AT, IXFPA AT I v RE 2 B R iR . 72 7RI R E A S S IR B
VA K PLS [lHARSE &, — 7T A AR RIENFRFRAAFAE I 2 SR 2t ) s 59— 5T, BT ATAEA
FEEERBGRN . 77 HARER, IR TR BAE L X i 2 A B AR 2N AR B A, DUIHS AT e
[ 2 G2 (1 73 S RHIEE S BRI % 7= HAR bR Z (B 9G2S EUH I A G FEARSUD TS HN 15 O,
1M PLS [5] =41 BEAR 47 ) fff eI — i i

AHHRET (PESGIHELE) K& ChERHESTES) (2013 ), SChrfdEl 2012 44 F 31
BT B X HE .

IRAE Ch E St 5 B2 5T S RS, B 70500 K (R&D)FRAIE LA AN L R &3 .
SEA VT RBIIEN 536 3 [E RH AR F IR TE[ 7], R&D ISR NFEAREAIMSATES T WFFTT R fe
G RRIR = AT HIEATIR . 7=t FaAm AN [R] AR BIE FEM LA SBAT 51T 10 77 H R AT IR L . R&D $ N I
P RRR I 1 TR
3. HEie
3.1. ZEHLEMHIH
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Table 1. Research and development input and output index

i 1. BEARSRELREREDIRA - FHiigtRR

¥, : R&D ANRAAR HE(NE)
L HLE Tl A A B AR 24 R AE)
FARATHR 190 x, « WIS IFRHUN L4 2 B (NAF)
L RN LA B (N AF)
TR 98\ 53 4B 2 (N 4)

R FLIT 177 x,+ BIAIBTITN R A R (ANAF)

x, o IR N AR 8 (NF)

N A X, s BFARSAE K B (R&D)Z B 9 #5 H (J5 1)

—
o
=

I

s

x, : FERETRA T NS (T70)
HRFFTT E 5 X, REHBTSEA A E S (TT70)
Lt IRIR AR B IR S (T )
X, + BUFREELHNESH(IT)
R SRR X, 0 AR EL WA (T

X, AL AN (II0)

a3
=

HEESCN X, RS AR BEER(TT)
Yo REFHESCHGR)
HAERATH 150 Yy o BRIl T AT H B ()

7 R

s BT B IR KR S22 BRSO R, BT Sy, RARRH R SRR B T 5 0T KA KRR SR M e S22 K
FRHGR SR AN,

BORIEHIX (8 MET: dbad. K. g B VLI, WL, iR, R IR EHX (R T 23
MNET) . L AEIR T, BRER 154, 2 MR E, MR A EHLX RN, FEANU> TR BN
Fiak, GBI NABIRAEATAAAE 2 AL, A ORIEB R RS E 1, FRA 7R B A B AT L 42 1t 4

HATA V25 W 2 AL, s s W Rer B A2 B 0 AH 5 R R BT 2 W 1 T 3k
W, 2 EASE A oA S REVEAR RIS, U E A B A AE 2 AL . AR H T ik R TG R
) BARE 5 LA M 1 00 R TG HERR AR E, A I RIAEAR O REVE IR AR, WA e HERR #ER U A F7 7
2 IR S 4b, B JE (tolerance) /7 Z K [K] - (variance inflation fator, VIF). 2k f4{(condition number)
SR DI N AE R 5 2 LA . XS HIMTAE I AT REA — B, (BEARN—NSHE . KR KA
k2w, W« RO, 8N

max

A

‘min

LT, AN XX MRHEE( X REB AR, —SHRE AN, Hx> 15 AEM R B, «>30
I, Uk AL 2 P ) ™ (8]

U SR A A7 TE 22 AL LR MR I R, FH (0 AR B T 15 L ) 1 e BT BB [B1 Y X Tasso 8]
Ak, RS FAE A )9 K PLS [m] AR EL 3848 . AT YR 22 b0 nT LLBEAT U4 (5109 &% PLS BV f1938
B, BN T SR AR RS TVE, ARSCHTE oA AR I T LA G 3R AR B B R SRELEE
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3.2. IR EYS
e H AR HHE M X = {xl.j.} Hnx p W, S8 N 3[R TR IBLLAE G5 22 J7 s N R BB
RfI
(d(oli),ﬁ(ols)) — argmini[yi _a_ixijﬂjj .
i=1 Jj=1

(a.B) i
p
WS [m] YR ) 5 2 — AN SR S TR 2 R R B R, S DU 2 AE B A i —3A)° g7, B
j=1

[ U ) RBBE BAL AR IR 2T A, R BE 1S REOK K -

A (ridge)  p(ridge) \ _ . X L ’ S 2
(0! B )—argr;)mZ yima=2 x5 B | + A |
i=1 j=1 Jj=1

(@

A TELAAAE Y B <s o i

2
(d(n-dge) , plidee) ) - ar(g rg)in Z(J’i -a- ix,-,ﬂj J -
a, i=1 Jj=1

RARX BAHE A 50 s IR, — R A8 Xk ER Mallows Cp & il THRR I e . Horp
B(k)=(XX+K)" XY
AP IREAfE T, Ferh & O ZH ASCRA ETTE AT UL A S £ B A ZH0K R P A ridge T
PR % linearRidge() >Rk S [ 8] .
3.3. fwE&/D MmN
AT B RR A 2 GG R, WA p AR {x,eex, | q B (3,9, | B
AR, T4 B RS AR TSR X = (v} Y ={y,) . WTES
BT 2E, (it —SRIBIATIESE I BIE X 5y PIRBCGH Y 6 (4 72 X, x, FZMEH )M (0 2
Viooesy, FIERVEAL A, JFEORE T RN 2 IS 26
1) R4E R TR, O T R AREWE R X MY, BRER  Aly, BT BB EA1% B
AR HERER:
Var(tl)—> max
Var(ul)—> max
2) HIRESRM B AR R R ¢ ZAEAR R FE L REMRRERT R AE B b SR BRI B, > BIEESR 1
A, FIRH AL RENS I B f5 K
r(t,,u, ) —> max
RS, R AR o ) St E AR X X g BRI BL R Y R g BRE, R e
CALER R IS M EELZ L, BRI XL Y $r, iR R AR BT 5 R IR, H3fe
B NEOHE RIS .
e, A/ IR EAREEE Sy, (k =1, q) R X RIS m AR 1,0,0-,0, BEATIEIA,
BEMRIL y, KT IEE R x, -, x, FEETTRE9].
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HTEZ MRS TR IS WA, R 2w, /s Z [ 3% FE A 438 1 54«
bty b EAT RN o DRI T 1 23 B PR o AN T30 75 AT — PRk E AT AT, 3 AT 1A FH 58 S
M55 H LA SURAIEY R “B—30IE” , “K P8 XIRIE” ,  “Holdout 3iE” %,

A8 SIS RN A FEAS SUBEALI 2 BB 43 S — B PR ZREE,  F SR E & — AN e /)N — e
By BB R, KRR A A N QA AP I A B AL, IR TN 1% 28 5 A
PRESS =Y (y,—5,) » JTHFARREARBI K, BATVRA R R T ¢ I BRI
AT TR R 72 - 77 FBEAT NS 44 i PRESS [10]:

PRESS = i PRESS;
AR SCHE B —I0AIE 7 SRS R | 4 B0nS B K PRESS 8, i858 7F B BUR AT BN % 0L T, PRESS
e/ INB U ARAR FT 6 2 B2 AN B m, PR AR R E AT PLS [H11A,
i 5 /I 3 (B AN ) - — M e /N 3, e A IR1 VA R B0 22 TE A8 BIMERR IO A 1, Miller R.G.
(1974) [113EH 7 HRASTHENE R B 77 2 80777 Quenouille-Tukey jackknife. 5 b7 VAN, &
AITFE R BAEA PLS A A g B R £ jack. test A %6 (] V) 28 4501 S5l 25 12k o

4. SEUESTHR
4.1. PEPRRIBXEE

4.1.1. FEH By

HHPE R L X FRATHIE 23 N T T 0T, 15 MENIER, 2 A= hfEbs. AEERE A R
i A (1) R 2 kappa() TS24 8 o, AT SRR I, ARSI T

w=read.csv("12 & J&.csv",header=T)

kappa(w[,1:15])

Wit R BT HEAA R B w & = 7225313, @ KT 30, T UL R&D BENIEbR AL ™ E
(2 EILAAME R, PR FRATTAAS Za g S (Bl SRH 0] U A i i /) 3 [l Y130 122 4 347 [m] ) 2
B
4.1.2. IS E)IEE

fifi Fl R B0 B #2740 ridge #IF) linearRidge() bR HUHE AT G, ARAD U T

wl=w[,1:161#5 5 w T 32 & K y1

w2=w[,c(1:15,17)#J54ds W iy B2 % y2

library(ridge)

a=linearRidge(yl~.,w1)

b=linearRidge(y2~.,w2)

summary(a)#5 & [ REZIE [FH S5

summary(b)

yp=predict(a,w1)

RF=sum((mean(w1$y1)-yp)*2)/sum((w1S$yl-mean(w1$y1))*2);RF#K 7] ¥t %% R

yp=predict(b,w2)

RF=sum((mean(w23$y2)-yp)"2)/sum((w2$y2-mean(w2$y2))"2);RF

()
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4.1.3. PLS [E/7
8 H R ¥ A PLS FEFF A H ) plst QB BUHATIN G, ARG
#EE AR HELL
x=w[,1:15]
y=w[,16:17]#
X=scale(x)
Y=scale(y)
#YIZ [l
library(lars)
library(pls)
ap=plsr(Y~X,15,validation="LOO" jackknife=T)#% %, 15 NEZAE&E, B 15 M KET7H,
summary(ap,what="all"y##fi & K 7%, X 1
#A2 1E ) i B /)N —3feml 1A
pls2=plsr(Y~X,ncomp=1,validation="LOO',jackknife=T)# %
coef(pls2)#15 2| [=1 4 F £k
jack.test(pls2)#[H] VA Z 40 1) I 2 A 56
predplot(pls2 )# 1 H £ 2845 5 [ TR0 25 R Bl

4.1.4. BRI

BRI SCENAS RIS R 2 2, FEAT T

R EA REER TS H 2012 R A TEH & AR & y, EE 72 (TR R R 6, PR & 00 =5
JIRERE) o H T HHE A i e/ I AT AT I AR E A AL R, FRATT AT LB B RECR WIS H K % 5 AL
B0 R AR = (R R AL, e R AT A

@ XFAPERREHLX, 29 PN R R&D %77 H 6 brf 25 2 1) R & (bR AL S [B1 U 5 R2 1
REEK). X GLPRIGOHAFF, XTEFRAIEHX, BHEHRARIHRA G, e 2R LRy
IEANTI TN BRI 2250 R A s, BB BIAS ™ E 2] T %24 BIRH 6037 e 77 42 = AR
K E.

@ BWNTEFRIEPATER T BT SN, AR T WF SN R s e, Alboxsd o 7 3 e s [X R
FEH B B, A X RO A AN E R BT I E R, SRl AR S SR AT

KL FNA S E B E Y, BRAVEH R BAF jack.testOPREL, F45 5% 01 U9 R B0 ) 28 i B 25 1
BEPANR 3 3.

MR R e/ e [P VA 25 R IRATT DU e X T PR AT, S RHE T R 7 H AR 3
IR BRI ER, X5 iZHIX R RIENAN G, XX S5 K RIENTEE, R&D N30 % IR
AR =, XRHS AT EARE R INGE, R I S5 N FR AR TS &R 2 0 A e rhoth IX (R R 7= H R 3
IRBA S HES . IR 1A 25 M 25 RARAVE e MBEERIEE, 520 b 78 St DRI ™ H i o BN 3
s B 4 S HAR BT 4, FRATPOXAEMH RBUN BHER NI FTEE T, JH R A Sk 2 HA SR 4N

TE N T AW AL, KEMAH T RAE R, ATV R BT 1, BB
XoF MU AL P02 A P e o FRATTHE T LA R R PESR T S IR AR B L) R, 5 HE (0L 4500 B R 3
T4 FR:

MR RIATRTTE A0 [0 V3 K i foe />~ 3Fe [ VA g S (0 A58 25 5% 5 K1 4% S o IR L AR 100 6 7%
FERRIS R 75% LA b, ARG RORESS, WM TR T IS A, HA g RAECh AT S .



Table 2. The ridge and PLS regression coefficients of Midwest
2. PEBBXIEEYE. wmEDZREVIRKE

R IR RER EmYE| PLS
w3 AV /.98 AV

(Intercept) 1.33E+03 —3.70E+02
R.D A Gi 4R 48 A4, 2.04E-02 8.54E-03 8.13E-02 7.65E-02
4k R.D A R4 R 2 & —-1.31E-02 1.95E-02 7.35E-02 6.92E-02
BUM RD A AR 2 & 5.21E-01 —6.41E-02 6.47E-02 6.09E-02
R RD A R AR & 7.49E-01 —4.86E—02 6.98E—02 6.57E—02
RSN AR N 6.32E-02 5.06E-02 6.53E-02 6.14E-02
JS2 R FEN DA A 2 8.13E-02 1.69E—02 7.50E-02 7.06E—02
IR N AR 2 2.50E—02 1.07E-02 7.72E-02 7.26E-02
ZWANT S T 1.04E-03 3.94E-04 8.45E—02 7.95E-02
Hefihzs B 3.25E-02 9.95E-03 7.29E-02 6.86E—02
N2 %k 1.06E—02 6.18E—-04 7.33E-02 6.89E—02
Iz o 9.74E-04 4.90E-04 8.21E-02 7.72E-02
BUR # 42 5.18E-04 5.27E-04 6.54E—02 6.15E-02
Al B4 1.63E-03 5.42E-04 7.66E—-02 7.21E-02
HAh w4 7.20E-02 1.43E-02 7.97E-02 7.50E-02
ERERI A S BRI T, 1.15E-01 6.96E-03 5.72E-02 5.38E-02

Table 3. The effect of the R&D input indexes of Midwest
< 3. PAHX R&D HAIEIREE R

R RHAR 3 % I [ PLS
w3 Al 7 X AL
L PNGETET DN - o s
flk RD AR A 25 "
HULE R.D A G40 2 - _ o e
HifE RD AR A 25 -
LRI FEN 5 A 2 - -
P FEN B3 4 - -
BV S INGE N - o -
LN LT T - o - e
A2 3 . o e
I FH 2 3t - -
g o _ o - i
BURF ¥t 4 - e
RS SRR Tt

Signif. codes: 0 <" 0.001 ™ 0.01 < 0.05 > 0.1 ** 1
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Table 4. The R of the regression modle of the Midwest
4. PEML KRR SMER

R7i U8 51 PLS
yl 0.894201 0.777699
y2 0.807578 0.836394

4.2. REPRIAMXER

4.2.1. HLEMFIHG

EH\A GG RIE R IEA AR R g B, o0, WD 7R, TR T 8
B, 15 ANHARE, 2 BRARE, @RS iR A AL, RIS . BRI H AR R AT LR
FIWr, THESR € =1486.796 , KT 30, HARAFAED EILENMEIE, 594 2 X R A AR S
TSR, PG ENA SR o mH, EH AR R EIX, .

4.2.2. EERXIEHE

W5 0 151 51 R Al e /)N — 3 ] I 45 BV R 42 5

WRAE B3, FATATDUS AR R S A R GR IR PR, thAabng). FIERATEIL, SRS
WML, S@FBRIEATIEE R AE. Blans R ERBHRAL . SR e N T 5T 7 1
MRHE =, 12 RS2 Al RIS R SR BB N SO KR G HR . R = S T R T H R 2
B AV RN = (R B RT AR R A 7 R ) ) R A

fii ] R B0 jack.test() R B0k o6 [0 U 240 i) 525 M, K 4% [B1VH R B0 DL 1 28 8 B 2 1 U A FL D
% 6:

MR ERIATVE AT R IEE TR %A B 0 25 R 5 R JE Hh X ) S AN«

@ XFIeSCXERE 1, BUF TR KRR, Azl BEmim. SR, mrmst
filty SR ARSI R S K2 MR S0, BEE, BAL . BRI K, K2l EgsE, W
Uk B BURF AR FE R X AT 72 (K SRR A

@ MPATIEBIIRE, ST RIEA TR HARbe AR S g hIX, 545 m s ni e, BUfF®&F
T T SCRESSRAE 7T, T Al 9 4 2 B T SRR OE P S TR, X 3B NS BT R IR R T )
R&D #E N7 Eh K 384 AR5 N BRSO, R J D 58 Iy 5. 48 3ok VR 1 2 Tk R Ak B 3297
REES . MFREHERM T, FRHER RN AL SR S B0RH R AR B K SEBUR 55 4 1%
NKCHFERR IR, ARIREIEN, &P AKEMEEEIEN, NXMHERE, RITERES
RN R IE B X AR A5 41

@ AT M A R H R AR B i T R I H BRATR I, S BURF 5% 4 e Ak 9 4 0L
AR, XFERMET, XLeHh X BT A E A X 25 ok, HIRERHEH 45K
5576 7 Rk FAR LU AR AR, BRATTEAR B BG R A E R AR B I B R B R RO, (HIBUR
ANRETC PR PRI R BN e, REZ gk gt b R BN 5] FAEH

TN ROR, BRATTIFIFE AT DASE 5 R AR Bt B (A A P, TR R & 72

RAE ERBATVRIL, BRREE TR, HE 0 B3 R i 3w 3 1l 4008 1k 2
80%LA I, R/ 3 [l FTE U i b TR R I L N RN R AT

4.3. BIEFZEIIEE
SR E/E e A 2 Lo Pt T DY 2= g N e = N T = 7 R (ST Ly e S S



Table 5. The ridge and PLS regression coefficients of East
5. REMXIRENS. wEDZEEFRER

RIEH A U [El )5 PLS

w3 AV /.98 ARV =
(Intercept) —1.58E+03 7.52E+03

R.D A\ G140 25 A4 1.22E-03 1.95E-02 4.14E-02 1.55E-01
feak R.D A SR AR 2 -3.15E-03 1.91E-02 7.19E-03 1.63E-01
BUK) R.D A B4R 2 & 1.68E-01 —2.27E-02 9.70E-02 —6.12E—-02
kS RD A R AR 2 & 1.61E+00 -1.02E-02 1.10E-01 —-8.21E-03
BRI TN AR 2 9.85E-02 —-2.16E-01 9.88E—02 —4.42E-02
JS2 R TN D A 2 —9.65E—02 -2.31E-01 9.55E-02 —-1.67E-02
ISR N AR 2 2.04E-03 2.44E—02 2.53E-02 1.64E-01
LA EL S T C. 1.09E-03 5.21E-04 7.42E-02 1.27E-01
Hefilizs B 7.49E-03 —-1.01E-03 1.01E-01 —4.18E-02
N % 2 4.66E-03 —2.96E-03 9.98E-02 —4.66E—02
RILE T 9.91E-04 7.25E-04 4.94E-02 1.51E-01
BURT H 42 2.57E-03 -3.38E-04 9.93E-02 —5.46E—02
Al B4 3.96E-04 6.06E-04 1.66E—02 1.60E-01
HAith x4 2.65E-02 6.89E—03 1.09E-01 4.84E-03
FERERRE S R BEEBLI T, 1.12E-01 4.86E—02 1.07E-01 ~7.77E-03

Table 6. The effect of the R&D input indexes of East
< 6. ZREPHIX R&D |NIBIREE MR

U [E] PLS
RIEH R EER w3 AV = W b
RD A A& 25 AL one -
4k RD A R4 25 - .
WLk RD N R 4m 4 m - - .
EE RD A A AR i "
B SN AR S s . -
JSL PR 0N S A e 22 o vas
IR RN AR 2 one -
LN I TC. * * .
Ffithsz o * .
ISAEEAY . o -
RI L2 . » .
BURF 2 42 - . - .
Ak B4 w "
Hofth s 4 - -
AR R BT, ’ * -

Signif. codes: 0 “*** 0.001 “*** (.01 “** 0.05 > 0.1 <’ 1
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Table 7. The R* of the regression modle of the East
7. KA RMX RS MER

R7i U8 51 PLS
yl 0.863094 0.919077
y2 0.805566 0.82586

O W EATEER ZA AR S AT AN A, A R AT a R I 75 253 701 6f PR AR B dk AT (Bl . ]
P Fpe /> e I AR B S DR By AR — AN AR AT [

@ W B )8 BhFE A RE A ridge Y linearRidge() B8 £ 7] DAL EA H shik . 013 S5, il fe /> — e
EREEYVIENE G, FHEBRmAEN RN TR Bo T A BT .

@ MFEARLE/NT AL ERCH B, U8 B SR AT DU T 3 30, (H i fe /> IR A RO AT

5. IhGR

AR SR P 0 [0 V53 % A B /> 3R [ 325068 o 4 0 A S 4 T SRR BPCROB B T R&D 0 - 77
BEAT ML, 2 ITEA I (5 BRIk 1 B AR R A ) 2 LA VR G, R ARGF RO o T 22
RIKE TR RS TAREN R, ARG ILEEAE 80% L 1, AR, BAGR AW
S,

MTRZHEFME, BT RO RE AL S BRSO R AAIII BL, 5% @RI E B EE R
IFBEN, RGBS HAR R RE R HT R i, Ak B G R AAE L T Ak B K R R i3 3 32
TEM[7]

T IRATEIL: 5 BR L S b B E BB AL (R B DU AL, 6 T [ p i A
B, R&D A D14 28 K& 28 2 N IR S H #O6 H: R&D B A B R R BEE R, BUR B4 Al it
B0 R&D 7 H S MAEAR 225, BOZIE IR BN DAIRAT S8 2 (07t [R)IN 7E CRUEBSURT RSB KR
FEIIIETR T, Sl Ak, A HARTIRAEN, RSN sl S 5k e .

TR TBOVAGIERET, 4l R&D A G142 25 fe Alk 58 g0 R&D BHE™ IR FR A2 i
B3, HLUCRHAR G &, X EER B TAFFBONRIERA T, H R&D BN T A SR i 5 1 R Y
PHA RS, B2 NZ AR R, S SEE NS, DTN At 2 3L F A R
EZ S CHIEEEEL ISP

E&WmE

K B ARSI E 78 50 IR X AR A 55 3l 7 1 # 55 U1 R e BUR AT 7t —— DL =/l R
X 1”7 (71263055).
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