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How to Set up the Innovating Ability of an Enterprise
Value According to the Value Chain

L1 Currjin, ZENG Yan
(School of Management and Economics, Beijing Ingitute of Technology , Beijing 100081 , China)

Abstract : Creating the vue is a tales target that the enterprise pursues To set up and improve an innovating ability is the core of the enterprise
strategy management. The enterprise vaue chainisa network system of a vaue chain. Basng On the vaue chain theory and enterprise’ sinnovating a
hility , it andyzes the relations among the enterprise vaue chain, theinnovating ability of an enterprise va ue and the management ahility , then putsfor-
ward a mode of three dimendons about establishing and cultivating the innovating ability of an enterprise vaue.

Key words: vaue chain; enterprise management ability ; the innovating ability of value
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Empirical Sudy Review on Arrangement between Entrepreneur
Human Capital and Enterprise Property Right

ZHANGBIn, LAN Yujie
(Anhui University of Finance & Economics,Bengbu Anhui 233030 ,China)

Abstract : The Entrepreneur Human Capita and the enterprise property right arrangement different pattern and the camera government directly afects
the entrepreneur human capitd to drive theleve , the degree and the enterprise govern the efficiency. Thisarticlein carrieson the summary to the do-
mestic academic circles concerned entrepreneur human capita and the enterprise property right arrangement red diagnoss apect in thefoundation , pro-
poses to the correation question ponder

Key wor ds :entrepreneur human capitd ;resdud dam;resdud rightsof control ;sysem arrangement
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