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MR P REMERFE P CHRETN TSGR SRS LAHGXAXAZLEFATHER,

K AR K R EA R KSR S AR A H 4 iR R

FE S ES:F276.6 XHEKARERD A XEHS:1002—980X(2021)10—0045—19

—.5l=

TE 2255 5 R BB 2 v B Al AR A5 35 22 58 4 A0 35 ) DG B (R 2D, 2013) o 1T X 6 37 326 A0 388 B A 1) 34
I, R 22 B A b IR 5 5 A AT A AR DU G BEIR LB A AR S XU 52 BERET H A5 (Arranz #l De
Arroyabe, 2008 ) o 3 AR B 5 4 ) il BE € 7 5 A5G 2 (IR B E H# L SO R AR A B 1 25 14 5 4+ 1Y
P YRR M 38 A 7 (Nalebuff 1 Brandenburger, 1996) . H.4 AL 35 A & R BE 18 M 2 4> J7 e i ik i &
Je& T T Al B B RCH R T A R T R s AN TE o BRIl S 5 A o TE R UL B AR Bk B
ik (Tether, 2002 ; Quintana-Garcia Fll Benavides-Velasco, 2004 ; Nieto Fll Santamaria, 2007 ; Arranz fil De Arroyabe,
2008) .

s RAEX B H SR, Z B ZMEEH 4. SEMFR EEETERLIVEGS SRS
T T T AT A Ml A T B 5 ) ( Quintana-Garcia Fll Benavides-Velasco, 2004 ; Huang fll Yu, 2011 ; Park et al,
2014a;Park et al,2014b; Shin et al,2016; Chen et al,2019) , T AH XS 200 X5 4k 58 G KRR B9 PR 5T, 4 )2
NFE G AR B R AR AR A AT B 3 A o SEBR b AN TR) Al i /ST 9 58 G 00 R I RNV AE A BT [, A 1 4
b BE W 1] 32 5 K Pl 7 7B TR 22 R A AT 5 A Y S B O AR, AT Y Al 5 5 PKPE A R 2 AR 1 R A |
B, 30 R AL BB BB T VR AN R A [A] o A, 36 G ack 72 ob U4 B 00 4R R 7T 280 (Ritala F1
Hurmelinna-Laukkanen,2009; Gast et al,2019) . TEWF & 355 & 2 7, A b 0 L5 5 5 45 4 8 40 2 5 0 R A%
P12 1 5C R (Gomes-Casseres, 1999) o A AT FE48 i, Alk R BURF AE 19 A0 3R == RUGR 7 HURE 5 pL 1 O
EHEAERREYEE(ERSE 2013; Enberg,2012; Bouncken Fll Kraus,2013; Estrada et al,2016) ., #:F b,
RERFTAVMIRE RN REE S LB D IERNZBER . 7 7ab A BF5E A L A8 SOl o & n) 45
R ARAT o Al 3 A BT HL ] B L 2 E AR WF ST IR s B — |, S A KRR A0 R0 T 2 A P A e S e Il )
B 38 ERIR ZRE M | A R T Al BT S8R 4 T I S 2R R R 1Y A B 20 M N T Al
BUB BRI AR TE? 55— Al A & 16 Bl i 4 4V B X CALEE O vy ) R & (T A R AR AR ) R
7 RS BRAF A RS PR DR 20 S5 KRR 2 R RS e ol B B SRS R AT R E T2 T A R

Y fE HHA:2021—01—13

EETEBE:BRARAMAFAL TE S LAR FEKE S At KB #ppus &5 (71872100)

EBER-N: L BT A XFEFERFREEARAAE  TELSE W EARREFM AR EAT R AR T & Kok F 2,
W&, X, £ E Loyola Marymount K 5 T F B FREK , AL F @ kB FH BREFEHF5; GBiEL)FAa, 1§
T AEERFEFERZRINFIE IR EFTIT LT 0 R ETE BERA S,
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FEIA) L, AR SO 22 T2 HE QDT < 5% — 3873 Dy BRI JL Al 5 AT T AR5 5 20 =8 0 M W SE Bt 5 5% DU o o3 kg SEHIE
SERG M R I N A 5 e

—EREMERRMER

R LR ULIA S, R R Al f T A R 98 PR (Kogut Fl Zander, 1992 ; Grant, 1996) , /> J2& & 2% H13H
B SEAR, X IR AT B G 535 I (Grant, 1996) o HITRZ Al 18T 09 JE 6l £k BT 4580 %) £ 408 T 23137
AT P 32 A (Kogut Ml Zander, 1992 ; Kogut Al Zander, 1996) . £ £ 35 2 ERAL 1T 5t T, G 87 &2 B Bk ok
A R R . A SR BB N Y AR HE S BT B AR (Fleming, 2001) , 75 22 5 AR & R A 2Lk T &
P Wl 27 2 S ERHR TR AE Al N AR AT B S E A S B AR . TE L 5 & AN A A SR il S
EHHIEAE, B SE AR R, W R B 5 11 7l 52 B (Bengtsson fil Kock, 20005 Gnyawali fl Park,
2011) o Ak 7EWF K BT I Bl b 5 55 A AT A AR B AT DU PR A R AR AR AR T S R TR A LR
B, Al 5 H AR S F Y 58 AT A A, SR IR E S M O R 58 AT SRS . 5 p At
KAVERT LA K 22 A4~ AN 6] 1 T BA SR8 2895, 3 o 4 sl Aol 32 4 7 R 55 S kB 2 AR R Bl &
(Sampson, 2007 ; Vanyushyn et al,2018) . [A] I, & & f& — 005 % 1 A3, xF Al 487 B BE 0 41 7 A vy | 0K
(Kang fll Kang,2010) . &4+ 5 & 1F [ B A7E 78 2000 5 A 408, 7 22400 8 B 38 35 i 19 45 B AE ) DAA PG —
5222 B 5K 1Y ¢ & (Bengtsson et al,2016) o FEMF A& G187 U8 19 55 & b, IR 4 5 00 0 2 09 7 & 6k B
(Ritala et al,2017) . ZE& P EIGAE——2 Sk NI RES IR 2 5525 09 Al 480 AL 2 32 SORUR AU 5%
RS, MTT A BEAR I b 3 47 & VE M 35 & v 3k 25 (Park F1 Ungson, 2001 ; Ritala il Hurmelinna-Laukkanen, 2009) .
XA AR AETE G Al H T BEOCHE TE B AR L2 32 AT, P i 5 5 A AE IR SRR R 2
8] B & &R (Gomes-Casseres, 1999) . K It , 35 & i 2 o A iR 4 B W /E H A 7] Z % (Ritala
Hurmelinna-Laukkanen, 2009 ; Gast et al ,2019) . i1 & Z , A AN Z EME S SN S R RLURE L
FEVE AR AR 5 BEE AL A S 00 R0 BERE 7, DA B A 80 ) S RO B B BT S AL

(—)ZEERENTIRSHEES LG FHEN

Al 58 A KRR B RER Z R AR 0 B35 A BR8N A R I (. Parkhe(1991)I0h , S 1EIKFEZ
(] A 9 e AN [) 2 B0 g 22 e, 5 — U 2 T AR TRl Al in A A 56 & B 9 S HLAS [R] -5 350 22 e i i 22 S Ay
ok B L AME B 5 28 AR Al B B R PR R ) 22 5 0 Jiang et al(2010) Ay, B VR AR AE 5 BT 2 AN ] £
e PR BE S R BRI B 25 5 . Von Hippel (1988) AN, 5 Bk o] LU I F 7% [ F iiF e A%
SEWT TR (3 IR AR o A SCOCTE L AE 5 58 A T AT A G VR, 38 A AKCRE 0 TR 22 R v X B R
SRR R

G R 9 YRR P (Kogut Ml Zander, 19925 Grant, 1996) , ffi 154l 5e S K FE A B R 5 B WFR A
A 2 PR R M SR R T Al PT BEE M HR T R ORI T ] SR A E 2T B
A RS JT TR RN, T = BB S Ak . B S, A M AR I R U S e AT SRR th T A B
WE M2 = o R ISR IO 58 5 W R 35 S & AR 1 60 L 3 () 38 SR 52 BB BT (Gnyawali F1 Park ,
2009; Ritala f1 Hurmelinna-Laukkanen, 2009 ; Bouncken # Fredrich,2016) . %2 &k £ B FiR 2 FEPEAN R & [
il A R Al o B A TE A AW AR AT SR ORI = A SRR RE o FLUR AR AIDUL R BT AR 2R 1
L A B TR A0 B R SE BRI (Kogut Al Zander, 1992) o 5 Ak P19 IR 22 BEVE 4R 05 T M0l 3
G2 S HAR BIEH IR SRR T FEEkAS Tl bR ST, Q05 Iriw R S8R
AR XE B — R PR AT o 5 R R 2R E F 8 S 1E i 2 R UF A 3RS ZRE R HOR R B R,
B BT A S AT AR A A, DOTT B 4 4 52 B 61 5 (Laursen, 2012) o 56 =, sa S KRR AE 8 A A L
R 2o B M BR A R M ET DL i 3 T LAY R EE L Sl Tl I R R A D7 T Y R R (Kafouros,
2006) o A AE B A A aed B b Al B 00 15 SRR SBR 22 | B RE 6 WU IF R BN A R b T A R A R AR
HE B A BRI Y 7, AR AR S E AR SR A, — ek B R A B S0 3 A KRR R EOR B R B i F
K2y T2 U R AR DT T L A e b I A T 8 A KR B b I 2 R A R T R S 2 A L
PRAGAT B AR TR = it 2 5 B2 00, DU 32 i 48 5 Al A58 S 2L (Hitt et al, 1997) .

AN Al 4 B TE 5 O R IV BE A BRI, 258 A IR R IR 2 R IR B — I R 25 L B SR
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TR T fE 23 32 B30 ] (Laursen 1 Salter,2006) . T 4%, B % 55 & Pk 11 09 F0IR Z HE PR G 38 n, 4& 5 B & 15
WA AR S BEZ . 5e A R RAE I — Pl 5AM A U ST 1 A E R W B Ak A K B s [E]
SRR ATE . A T ARAS AR M N Al H 5 2R R SE A KRR T O &R NI T B R 2R e A Ak Ak
FELAUSCA R EAE J T PS — B0 . RIS Kok [ A TRl DR E R 58 A KRR Al A T Ak R
[] () SC AR A8 75 9] A8 (Joshi A1 Lahiri, 2015) , 3X 38 i1 T 74 38 B 5%, ASF) F @ 8O0 dH 17 HOR SR G 1E . M i
PRAE Z P R B, £ S Al 75 BE X 5O R AP 2 9 5 A Ak PR B 5L 19 5 A 08 R E AT A MR 19 4 B (Laursen il
Salter,2006) . 3 & & A By H & 55 & 2 E 10 F5 50, 10 [R5 2 FE 1 58 4 38 & VR 71 R O K 48 B A2 2 1, X
2 TS B S, B i 2R B S R R B L Ok 2 A R )
(Ocasio, 1997) o M4k 5% A K AE I HITR 2R K L 48 B3 10 15 B AL BE ARt S5 B 22 38 . i £l 45 B3
1) 3 AR Sl — A il % VR T R 2 A B AT B UR A IC o M A KRR R R 2 R e A B
T AR M [ s ) 4 R A e ) ) B p  HURBTE R BRSNS S A KRR AT I S A . BOf B
b HTR B A RICRAI S R[] R0 R P 0 5 1) A, DA TS ) il 3 R BB B8k o fl e, AR SO o R B

H1: 38 A kB AR 28 5 Al DB Bk 2 A7 e R U BRI SE R

(Z)HiREENATIER

TE AR AR BT F2 A, 4 BRAYVE A 28 Z 98 (Gorovaia Fil Windsperger, 2010) . Xf T 3a & -85 8] ¢ &
M5, Al AR A L H 09 VE G 85 22 (Estrada et al,2016) o 35 A Tk 22 FEAL 09 A1 R 40l 45 A T 42 v A
BEINLE o 0 L REUE 7E 2 KR LA H 5 58 435 10 A MR8 B4 THEI B Sy B 1Y 0 BT 4l
H B B AR BRE T o AR S0 BN A I R BEAR O = R B ——F & PO 4L T AR R AR AR R
FERUE B BRI Al A B U B R AR

1. EFORMARKIATEHR

ASTR] A b X F 2% 36 3 1) 4l 204 B OR T, 8 B B AL & TAE B Aol % S &L T T & o 8
RS HAR NG RELE—, R T G, B & PO B A P R 5 & AT Rh 22 S8 5 oD A
v AR B T2 B ST R LA o R R T TR LA R LU SE Ak S e A AR AE R HR A TERCR . B
S, 3 gk 57 0F 20 AR 0 4 2O A BRAS L B9 BT %2 3% B, nT LR A 2 A BA ARG B R ol T DL R Ak st P R
PE R B RN AR o HEVR WF A rh D AR Aol B A B R rh R 5 I AR L F R RO i ST A BY
T Al 9 AR K N B R A — S, B 9 3 A0 3 A I SR GE A B TROR R R B AR R Rk
R A A 30 % (Polanyi, 1966) o Feb P HITR AR ME I8 o 207 0 205 T SNHEA TR, ok DU R SRS 0 3R 0k, B
PEHNR S Pess T 2 & N BN H B I B85 A VE P AR 2 U . 58— 0 R 0 i S A B T R A
M PR AR AT AR R o N BRI ] A RS B TR fb Mk BT RE ) GROBTAE,2009) o RAVARTH L kB &
S R3S VAR 7 R R A 1 -l NS R 1 NI e B 3 S B R L D 3 VR A N1 7 = o | A 2
AR AR TR AT A A AR B AR (Kale et al,2002) o A fE 7 B9 AL 23 75 7 6] L X 82 7 A 1E— A
Rt o ZA0F & ot 19 3 ST RE 8 35 Bh A W 5| S M 5 A4 iR m Ak se 4 0 o ARSI 4k i & b
DR ECE — E R R ARBLT Ak X 8 i 25 R B ANl OB & il . Rk, 7R SE A OORE B9 R 2 R T AR
R DB B 2 T R R A Z AR U E o S A BRI R v 0 T Al R A K Y R R
e HRTE T 2 A & D B IE LT o HK R PD B AR B o A B N TR S, R RE
BB S s, RV A 5 A K PF A R 22 B e A AR st il DA 4R 1 b O I & A AR (LA S B KA A 3R
22 W o I B Al [R) S P R A B 2 A e b, DL R o 5 2 RE I S A ARk R i — R
55 = W& R0 Bl £ 0T BE S B & N B Ay O B e RS A K DAY B, DR s W ok L A
ZHE2MTH &R BNE T E & SEG BT AERD . it AR SCH 1 an T ik

H2 : Al B & 0 A 20 32 0 1] 895 5 5 Ak OB i R 2 R 1 5 Al A8 Bk I G &R

2. MBATHEENATEAR

Su A AKAE Z FE T B R S Ak S AL T ) SR BOR HER T R S A ML . SR, Ik BE
g 1 2 KRR B A H 5% & 0k B 2 R0 4 09 1Rk 2 5 B 5 0008 B A%, 8 B F A ol 40 fef iz FH G S AL
Kafouros et al(2008) A A 57 2 B, 4 75 37 ) Mo BE 43 A5 ) BE 52 Wi 4l 7E 22 KRR FE 1 BE A MUBT °= i FLH 25 vh

O ZEZAFL TS kIR AP T 6 B RTRAAAM e BT S BRI BT AR S
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FOrZgh o RTI, AAEWFIE R 225G 7 Al i 37 16 B A6 72 B2 9 7E ] (Hitt et al, 19945 Von Zedtwitz Fil Gassmann,
2002) , 3 LAl 8 85 A5 22 KRR b A AR A 9 A1 T 37 o A A 1 T 3 [ B AE R (it et al, 19945 Von
Zedtwitz Fil Gassmann,2002) . £k 7 35 (9 B Br AL 5 4% 24k, 52 002 ] — 35 44 0 1 Aokl e 38 o Ak 7 ol
OTEREE T 7 A s R T A AR B R o A A8 SR 52 A AU T A 5 3E A 1K
FEWE & G VR AR th HOR &R, 38 B e T Al g 6% 22 R B 1l K] JH R & J 2R (Griliches, 1979) o AR SCIA
L AL T AR AR BB AR A M O LA S 4 R S 5E A AR R A A AR TR AR A B R DT 2 I 555
T PKPE A R Z2 R M Al 18T S AR Y IE T B2 W . B 56, Doz et al(2004) 5 I B2 AR K1 1R 5 4l 17 7 Dt
BCah & M E A, A ARHAR R A5 B 3E& PR AT RE BT A BR 55 AN [R] |, r i 220l 2 4 Do B AR O 4 5
TR o P, S A %O TR A LT, ok B G T 2R mFOF R Be B4R E L
HJE M58 S PR 0 R TR b B0 BB R o LR, AR AR i AN T Al 78 40 R 5 45 B R R .
F T e A R A A v R0 e A I AL B B T B B A R AR o Al T TR R
A A T Ml A N T) P 78 43 AT BT R A i BRT A, SRR Al B A T AT R AR AR, SR, T
ETEAR & A Tz 0 E BRI S BT Al il ak R P 4 S BT S AL (Hitt et al, 1997 ; Kotabe et al,
2002) . MEAR Al T S AR AR AN R R 28 U 30 5 R S 1AL (Kafouros et al,2008) o VAT,
A T A AR B AN F T Al FE 530 H 5 58 A AR & A A A o) 5 803 B HOR R, DT I 55 T
AR R Z A B T AR o B[RS il 17 3 AR b A0 B 23 1 55 3 B AP 0 60 TR 22 R M ke 1) £ T
W o S XS T T B AR R AR, S T R AR I Al A B O AR S AR AR . AR,
T A AT E i 1 Al X 20 19 58 S AR AR OB A . P T T3 B AE AR i 3, Al T A AR L
Wi Ry oK 5 &R . 238 G A MR 2R P A S i A5 S Al 2 T 1 B R TR R R AT B K T 2 B
H5EBENAER T 5K W0 5 LM, SR, T SR & ko) e A1k
Pl TR Z A A ARORSE RREAIR , 5 5 O PIE 8 R AR 22 R R A 70 T 28007 ) P B R AT o e, A SO A R R s

H3: i A8 AR B2 G 1] 9815 58 5 O E 19 RHR 2 R 5 Al BB Sk H] 56 &

3. MR EENETSER

TR ASAE LR A Ml 5 %o R PR AL T K 3s 8 DR Al TR A A B R AL (Y B, 2005) o
A M AR EE TR AR BE 38 i R 5 R bR B R R R A A R AR LS R . REAL G A
PR N TR ACE AT LR & Al 09 HER P AU PR 3 538 8 KT o R AUAE B 32 ST o Al BF e I H R A
FE LI S A A R e R A0 SR I, Al e R 8 DR BIE R R 1 T 37 A A D T (T IR, 20055
TR ,2013) 0 RAFAY IR AL BEAT LASE & ol 5 58 8 W R B MERY R T S BB AR . 155G, R 4F
A9 HAR 7 RS B AT LS Bl Al 1 2 )27 6 A B AR AR R o A Ml AE HEAT A B 16 2 =2 BT, R B R
AR OGS AT TR A0 A R R A o R RS KT Al Al A AT R A R ER R AR
B PR A A I AR R R I 27 FE AR 2k AR IR, B KA B B R0 AR A
HATEFTSr T Al B B 5 oAb A b AH SC R BUE B Y Al b, Al A B i Bl 22 6 30 BIF A& A8 L]
R R T b CAFAE BRI R AR A, FEUR, B R0 R B A T T SRR TR e
BIH AR AT\ H R B s, I nl DU A ol B BB AR TR 55 SRR R i AT 45 6 32
A B AT R GAEMRCR o PR AR ACE B A T ORI AR AR . R T RARAETE R 3
B IH R, 5559 F S VE P AEAEE =5 /XS (Nieto A1 Santamaria, 2007) . 3a &k LI B8 T A B Fl 25 & K1k
117 55 B Al R 1 o Xk R i 8 DRSS 1) AR S ) T 5 & ok B A ARG T o R R B R A A A A
LN UG BT H R R B BT A V6 & AT BA B4 R RS B AR BRI A R S R e A R B
A 5IRUE, I B8 S B TR R MU TR A, B AR T Al B R AR R T o R SE S A
b 2 TR B B T AT DU % 3 T 5358 S AK P B A 6 AR, JF 30474 8500 i TR e =2 3R ORI A ik 2
ZiG BRI A R A TR A BERT DL A e A 2 REE R e E T T 2 g5 . SR RS A AP
B R 22 RE PR B I, R RS BEKF- n] e S s AL Z AR R ST AR o X2 R Dy, R AU B — T
K Z AT R GEE TAE . Al Z G R ™ AU B T AR AR A X HAR = AR 1 i, 30 55 S i 5 2
ZAER T R A 55 o e Ah, RN A B SR 55 i 1S 22 R NP ok 1A A R R A et . TR
L E — RAVARR 7 AUE BLALE 5 AR, LAs SRR Al 8 5 8 0 B Bl 4 R AUE B H
Prig o PR, 24 58 A R R 22 RE PRI, 03RS S K T 8 T AR Aol i U B R R S
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L 45 5 A PO B9 R 2 R A ] 52 0 15T G4

PSR A 5 2 55 A KRR IR 2 R v I R0 AU B K P o 2 S Eon T T MEVE A B R R S RE B 22
S2R Mk B Tb A B R PR AR BSR4 (7] Ak T Y O A IR A AR, (AR B i — 2R .
AR SCHR IR R

He U BUE BRI 1) 98 35 58 6 0K A 09 R 2 B 5 4 lb A8 Sk 18] 56 &

= MWxigit

(—)BEREFESHERIE

AR S A R I A ok AR A T Al e A B E ML B o ST AT BA T 2020 4F 12 1 #2021 4F 1 ST
WA Al e A BUE ILEI B SR A R ST . xRS B AE TR A AE 20184F 1 H 1 H £ 20204F 12 H 31 H
AR R A R BHT I B S SE e AT A R T TR N ZENLE] o (B EE T AR B Ak I AR
B A FE AR B sh i 5 e A I T SRR B ) B T A FEAR TS BT AN R4y . R TR O Y LA
P A SCORE [ 6 15 8O BE 44 30 o AR SO SR R [ Al AR R Sl S A R T B A M 2 T 7 O K
SR HURAAT B o 75 I BB AR5 M B, AR SO I S PR 1 SR BURE R A A v o O TR
i, VR R RCE R BB Y TR A A - (MBA) R 8 BN BT TR B (EMBA )R R IR & . =g
) MBA Fl EMBA 2248 HF £ 510 TAELE, 2808 400 19 & 28 B3, X A lk SR B R AW T i, 31X
SO FAT B T 0] G B A BT o . ARV AR R 2R TR AT B2 BE MBA A B2 TR SRR s BN IUS T A
2013—2019 4F A £ LISk B9 fif 45 MBA 5 EMBA 2% 48 (98X & 5 20, 138 i & 26 MR PR 42 (IR 38 5 ) 5 i 4, Bt &
A 1600 1y o A SC— LB T 181 Ay 14 o AR SO & E A . F B A e T E A 1
Ak o BEAN, S BR A 2 (B AR i (B I FEAS o B A UFEAR B 176 KAl o

(Z)TENE

(1) H AR A SCHY PR g Al B9 81387 8588 (Innovation) o %F T4 b 138 S 8% i WF 58, 1R 20798 &
FHOK 17 i (Ahuja, 2000 ; Sampson, 2007 ; Park et al,2014b) o 7 SCRL Ak 7F 2018—2020 4F = 4F 4 H1 i 1) & 1
L ) B ok A R A B S A R A S At AT DL e b R A A AR R A B A Y Lok
(Fosfuri fl Tribs, 2008 ; He Fl Wong, 2004 ) , 4K 1fij £ 1] F 18] 4 #F 47 I8 A B, 480 A6 3 5 11 AR AT HE A 09 B0 . R
B SR A BT A5 MR A SCHE DL Al R S T L O AT H X AR Al i R ARl H A
e HE 1 7 i B IR 55 (NewToFirm) " F1 4l & 75 A7 4 56 F AT Mk A b #E i 37 1 AR 4 i 7= o 8l
% (NewToMarket)” >}y R A% 5 AT R R MEAS 0 . 225 LUAE SCHiK (Le Roy et al ,2016) , A< SCAI] - J0 7% 1k ffif i
Ak B TR SRS o MR UTE Fon B i T L C ST AR XAl i R A el AT
A 7R O IR S5 B New ToFirm” 78 f UL R 1, 75 WL AR B (M R 00 242 U5 & R b 7776 5t T [
A A HE B T B LA a0 e e R 55 B, “ NewToMarket” 75 S BUE M 1, T WA = 00{E M 0,

(2)AA &, A ﬁQiﬂﬂ%/ﬁ\ﬂ(ﬁé%%ﬂiﬁzﬁ‘@(Diversity)o S L FESCHk (Dell’ Era Al Verganti,2010;
Van Beers fll Zand , 2014 ; Tortoriello et al , 2015 ; 3% 45 ,2021) , A X 3= S KL FE A B & A B 2R 56
WORIE) B REAS IR UL T S s AR B 5 A s A 1 A VR R S5 4 5l B b SE A KPR I AR 2 RE M. 58
G AKPER IR ZFEPELL 7 23] Likert 5 R A 5 1=AE W ARG 5 2= 5 3 3=A MAFE G 4= 37 5=A BT &
6=TF 5 T=AE WA (R 1) o 21U # R4 M SEFRE B0, WA [ PEHr 2018—2020 4F = 4F N 76 F2 A B i i g H
AVETE 35 A 1R 2R I o 1% 5 2 1Y Cronbach’s @« 2300 0.986( 1= T-0.7) , Ui B R EE R, BA
BB RREME . W1, &I R B R T 0.7, RIS R BB MR ERE,

A1 EAERHM IR ST RN GRS LS

fiapeN LI Likert f 2 ] 4 R F1r 3% | # i FE 0 )7 2% | Cronbach’s a R %%
BRI, SRTAEN R ERER L CBREIET 0.963
AR SR A VERTE S H T & A B R 7 2ot bR 0.966
I 1=3E AT 2= ’
g e gy | 3 FRTT A AR 5 e B HBOR TRAE# T (DR AR AR BT M | A& 3=F 18R
TE A KRR ] L N 0.949
& R b X %K) FFEs4="h o1 5=H 93.391% 0.986
KT S, SR BENTE T HREBRMLER SN TR ER | 54566218 ;:7= 0.973
8 R '
Foor 5 5 G 0 A VEW B Z 30 H A1 A 0.973
FoH7 5 30 4 10 A VRS AR QH T 210 24K R 347 0.967
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(3) VA5 A8 8, A SC Y IR A8 BN I & b B9 4L EE (Recenter) (T 397 AL FE JE (Local) 1R 7= AU B
(IPManage) o W A 0 DA Fh 7 S A7 i 5 o 77 5%, A SCREE = o0 748 o R Al ot 4k J2 5 30 A B & b
(Recenterl) , B 4H 4 THF & PO BHIZ A EBUE RN 1, T WHZ 2 EAE RN 0, HR, AR R LA AL &7 T
2 /DA T SR A B A M BIF & 0 B B (Recenter2) o

%2 DA SCHR (Hitt et al, 1994 ; Von Zedtwitz Fil Gassmann, 2002) , 4~ 3C DA AV o F B A 4 w7 3 48 42 7= 5
A 55 1) be o R Al e L T AR AR B (Local) o 178 5 BUE VS Bl 0 1~6, Sfe i 2 [ P4 17 37 7 A olb 6 i 3 1)
FHE (1=0% 52=1% T 10% ;3=10%~30% ; 4=30%~50% ; 5=50%~70% ; 6="K T 70%) . A ik gk — 301 17 40l
KA T 45 A0 0 T AR AL S SR 55 B9 HE B AR O Local 1R B A B T AL AN AR (B A X L BT ) 2
HE7= 5 IR S5 B L EE ; “Local2” A8 B M 5L T Ak A AR AN 0 K B P9 A T IR R R IR 55 L
“Local3” 7% 1t i it 1 Al >4 [ s W 5 Hb DB AL 7 0 R 55 1 L (1=0% 5 2=18 T 10% 5 3=10%~30% ; 4=
30%~50%; 5=50%~70%; 6="K T 70%) o & T LLAE SCHR (5 5 75, 2005; 4 18 [E , 2013) , H1 3 77 058 34
(IPManage) LA 7 53 1fil Likert 7 R M & : 1=9F W AAF 55 2= G 3=A MR 6 5 4= 50 5 5= BTG 6=4F
A T=EE A A (F2), ZEEMN Cronbach’s a REH0.919(5 F0.7) , i ERGFER R, RAR RN E
PEo LR 2, 45 A BRI A 17 2RAE X & T 0.7, RIS R A AR RA L

(2 iR EREHATEZUIEERRLOEAD

& I Likert g & ] 4 SRR EE- BRI 2% | Cronbach’s a R %X
R LT L L T . o
R |—— L
| A EIATRBI R R o | T 86.458% 0919
IR i =R A
AL &R A AR W B T R 0.901

(D FHAE . B SO IR AR Z . 8 T HEBR H Al 2 B 52w, AR SCE T Ak T g 47
r AR RUBE B R RS EA A R ERE TER AR SR AR DL 2021 AR 2 Al ST i
) A 3 ok A £ 5 Al BUASE Al B2 T A BOR M B (1=100 A K LA R 52=100~1000 A ; 3=1000~5000 A ;4=5000~
10000 A ;5=10000 A LA L) 5 £ b A it B AU & 9% FH o 5 B 0 L Al e (1=K T 1%52=1%~3%;3=3%~5%;
4=1T 5%) s Je R B T HEE A A R A S 2R A EER AR F AR (RE T LR MBUE R 1;
T 0) 5 2 75 A 4 b 5 Bl 0 A A b B e T W 2R AR A O [ A W) B A b A i JE ATl
R A b 78 7] 45 v 36 5 1) ST Ji A7 oMb A s W A58 i ke A7 k2 5 R 4 1l

M. REERS S

(— )R ESEITtEEXEDH
L3NS mIHRYEG T ST £, 23 B/R, A E0S 5 A KR AR Z R 0E B & ol
A3 HABRGITS5AAEESHE

AF i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
1 Innovation 1.000
2 Industry -0.047 1.000
3 LnAge 0.138" | 0.247"" | 1.000
4 Fsize 0.308"" | 0.201"" | 0.512""" 1.000

5 R&DIntensity| 0.139" 0.121 -0.077 0.061 1.000
6 Subsidiary 0.138" 0.124 | 0.306™" | 0.402"" | -0.095 | 1.000

7 State 0.103 -0.032 | 0.195™ | 0.144" |-0.156""| 0.202"" | 1.000
8 Diversity 0.162" 0.024 0.020 | 0.153" | 0.113 0.062 0.109 1.000
9 Recenterl 0.112 0.269"" | 0.144" | 0.348"" | 0.227°"" | 0.201"""| 0.032 [0.213""| 1.000
10 Recenter2 | 0.240™ | 0.206"" | 0.094 | 0.428" | 0.152"" | 0.172"" | 0.156™ | 0.181"" | 0.370"" | 1.000
11 Local -0.142" |-0.254""|-0.297"""|-0.270"""| -0.090 |-0.171""| -0.029 | -0.052 |-0.168""|-0.265"""| 1.000
12 Locall -0.105 | -0.188"| -0.141" | -0.182"" | -0.073 | -0.100 | -0.016 | 0.039 | -0.108 | -0.099 | 0.258"" | 1.000
13 Local2 0.054 0.005 0.023 0.085 0.101 0.051 |[-0.202"""| 0.105 | 0.175™ | -0.111 | 0.129" |-0.322"""| 1.000

14 Local3 0.144" 0.049 | 0.237"" | 0.270™" | -0.022 | 0.040 | -0.032 | 0.058 | 0.086 | 0.196"" |-0.436""| —0.040 |-0.020|1.000
15 IPManage | 0.259"" | 0.257"" | 0.196"" | 0.467"" | 0.336™" | 0.224™" | 0.052 [0.290"""| 0.449""" | 0.320"" |-0.237"""| 0.010 |-0.008|0.104|1.000
Mean 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 | 0.000 0.000 1.000 | 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 [1.000|1.000
Std.Dev. 12000.000| 1.000 4.779 5.000 4.000 1.000 1.000 | 7.000 | 1.000 | 36.000 6.000 6.000 | 6.000 |6.000|7.000

T R p < 0.001 ,p < 0.05.p< 0.1,
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L 45 5 A PO B9 R 2 R A ] 52 0 15T G4

B RS B R B TR IEMCC R, S A LA RBUN T RF W AR R P
FF T AR SCHEHE T 9 W o E DR 2R S 2R 0 HE BT A7 SR AT Xl H Al 22 52 i DR R A 4o LR A T RE Y B
RS 1 T ORASOR AR il X S8 N 3R 2Z )5 A 50 5 1 kAR A9 RIIR AR Al BB ST b T v B 245 9 4
(Z)EPZHERZEEBER
7 SC LA Al 2 B L ) R 3 R A Al BT SRR, 1908 R T A

T O RAL. ¥ 6is I IR SR AT 0BT . SO T 45 k4 Apmw

IR Voung £ 55 PAH K T 0.05, DA A SR B 30 ] 15 36 47 43 . (1) (2) (3)
Wi DR T IR 4B A5, F 40 (DS T R b E R — | inovation| nnovation] novasion
X ol B T 5 AR B L T LR B Al BLBE (Fsize) BT & 3 dusry | O DS |
(R&Dintensity) . > J& T % B 2> 7] (Subsidiary) | J& ¥ 4 EH A 4k Ltge ~0.056 | -0.028 | -0.087
(State) B9 B4 WA 53535 0 E o 36 4 19 (2) 51 BE TR0 19 725 ik 35 45 0K P 9 0 e
“Lﬂgﬁ‘@(l)iversity)glf\*ﬁﬂ ,Mééﬁf“%tti%%{k&éﬁ%ﬂwﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ Ftze (6.174) (6.148) (6.120)
5 Hb TE 15 52 ) il BB B, AT RN 0270, 75 1% MK F TR pepimensiy 0813 | 0707 | 0803
B SE A Ok P 0 I BV AT B TR T QBB . 3 4 e
1 (3) 514 58 A OCRE I R Z2 0 1 09 Z R 30 (Diversity”) 5| AREHI Subsidiary | (0 517) | (0556) | (0.466)
WA TR 3 A DR B I R — A T R OR 3%, k0 Swe | 204201 LT L0ST
T R B N IE (T R BN 0198, 78 1% WK T B 3#) . ik — o270~ | o1
KA BN , 2% 45 5 10 W32 4 K FF 9 1R 2 BEVE (Diversity) 45 42l B S (0.073) | (0.072)
PO AR R URK R ZIEFIE A RRZ R Diveniy® o)
B R I ( Diversity®) . 35 R 1E , - H — IR I 35, nl 71 U B il 28 35 Comstany | 720447 | 2491 | 28037
R 0, R TE 55 25 DK P B 1R 2 BEVE (Diversity ) 18O LW o %45 (0.739) | (0367) | (0.644)
ST 35 A DR RO R RE R ORI A R B el e | T o)
380, I B AT BRI A B 0K IR 2 4 o 5 5 0RE £ DIM IR A v 76 | 176 | 16
YL T UG 00 2 M 0 o DAL JHG S A 45 4 AT R i oeudo Resguared] 0.060_| 0068 | 0,079
B S 54 0K 1 138 22 R 19— T Diversiy”) K650 5 V8 15 oo oot T ot
A5 gk QAT 5 M0 5 PR A R 22 1 Al BB B8 $2 T . VE LA IR p<0.01.p<0.05.p<0.15

22 504 T HWF % 0 (Recenterl , Recenter2) Xt 35 A K PRI A1 & 55 Rtk
FEE 5 Al A1 8T A% 8] OC & I 35 7R, N ml LU 41 80 & o0 (Recenter) RE A%t 25 Hb 48 1 4 i 81
BB, M WE & G 30 & (Recenter2) X B St 850 $2 F+ T W 2 52 i . 3 5 55 (3) B F1ER (5) 51 Diversityx
Recenterl 55 DiversityXxRecenter2 ) fli i+ R BN IE ABAEGE I X EARE B 2 RSB RIE, 45 REYE
B KR B AR 22 R X 15 A% A B T4 P R 32 380 Aol 28 A AIF A rh o B S TR

KO T A LA E (Local) , LA KT 578 1 ALFE JE 1) 45 73 50 (Locall, Local2, Local3) X 3 & 1K £
B FIR Z R 5 b B S b O R IR AEH o 655 (2) 5 RIS (3) 5 35 1 i A 1AL (Local) Y
PR, SR AT T 3 A b AR B G 3 b 67 1) 52 e 4 BT B AL . 55 (3) 81 DiversityxLocal % 35 Hb 171 [1]
S Al B SR, Al T R AN -0.196,7F 1% 1Y KF T 3% ik 315 250k . A SCEH#E— 2200 14l
A+ T4 40 T A B AL IR S I LL B I RE I 3R 6 51 (4) FN FER (5) BN A I T T S AR 4 AL R B 4y I —
(Locall) 815 VEH (B2 26 (5) 81 DiversityxLocall B 1T RECA B2 . £ 655 (6)FIFEE (7) IR 55 T i 4
AR AR EE T~ (Local2) W VA TVEH ,AH 228 (7) %1 DiversityxLocal2 WAL 1T R BN B2 . 655 (8) 51 FIZH
(D FN k50 T A AR BE 43 30 = (Local3) (I 5 4E FH , 55 (9) 3 DiversityxLocal3 it 35 Hb 1F [7] 5% Wi £ Ml A1 587
SR, AT R BN 0.280, 76 1% 7KF R 3 o 25 R WI T 54 + 4088 B e 19 b [ il ) 5 & AR 1R
ZAE R T QB SR B AE R TR 55, 10 24 4ol s 1 15 b DX BRI 7= i VIR S5 09 L EE O s B A TR R, A
KRG A AR B0 5330 =8 W EH S A AR BB 08 1 A AR s X T fig 2 il T 24 4
My FEAR A A T 3 0 HOR AT BT 375 2Z I, 25 MR o s DR 65 e DX T 3 1 Sl S R A

@ W% %2 E L E Tl i /Inalpha AL #4740 3 3218 7 Sl =5 =1 )2 B A4 1, de R /Inalpha 25 R 4 0, W GLWA AL R §i =T =1 )2 2 & 22 64
(FE & ABE 09 He oL, B SR R $i =R @ )2 ) , B2 ] 5090 42 A Poisson &1 1244k . F S RACH & .

51



R

540

5510 34

K5 OARE P e AR R

O, (1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
i Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation
Industry -0.495(0.318) -0.554"(0.322) -0.585"(0.333) -0.547(0.338) -0.576"(0.344)
LnAge -0.028(0.217) 0.059(0.214) 0.056(0.211) -0.004(0.233) -0.020(0.238)
Fsize 1.27177(0.148) 1.087°7(0.147) 1.097(0.144) 1.180"7(0.154) 1.195"(0.152)
R&Dintensity 0.707"°(0.204) 0.770"°(0.183) 0.7747°(0.183) 0.680"°(0.199) 0.69177(0.198)
Subsidiary 0.141(0.556) -0.106(0.494) -0.008(0.520) 0.170(0.511) 0.185(0.516)
State 1.217°(0.663) 1.2657(0.573) 1.2187(0.543) 1.056(0.643) 0.999(0.612)
Diversity 0.270"7(0.073) 0.23377(0.071) 0.214""(0.075) 0.247"7(0.071) 0.313"(0.186)

Recenterl

1.239"7(0.415)

1.260"°(0.411)

DiversityXRecenter]

0.111(0.176)

Recenter2

0.086(0.074)

0.086(0.074)

DiversityXRecenter2

0.013(0.032)

Constant -1.5987(0.845) -1.386"(0.802) -1.505"(0.798) -0.832(1.062) -0.888(1.014)
/lnalpha 1.30177(0.119) 1.2577(0.112) 1.255"°(0.111) 1.289"7(0.117) 1.28877(0.116)
N 176 176 176 176 176
Pseudo R-squared 0.068 0.073 0.073 0.069 0.069
X 190.650 242.890 263.020 171.320 179.040
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Recenterl 1.239"7(0.415) 1.260""(0.411)
TE 0 AR p < 0.01.p < 0.05.p < 0.1 55 5 P bR iR
%6 WAL EGATAER
A (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)
Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation
Industry -0.495 -0.683" -0.625™ -0.490 -0.519" -0.487 -0.492 -0.537" -0.188
i (0.318) (0.351) (0.300) (0.314) (0.315) (0.315) (0.326) (0.318) (0.303)
LnAge -0.028 -0.172 -0.203 -0.028 -0.050 -0.020 -0.017 -0.207 -0.176
(0.217) (0.218) (0.181) (0.216) (0.211) (0.216) (0.224) (0.198) (0.180)
Fsize 1.2717 1.234" 1.067°" 1.274™" 1.273"" 1.2817" 1.279"" 1.216™" 1.1417"
(0.148) (0.155) (0.131) (0.150) (0.152) (0.148) (0.150) (0.144) (0.129)
R&Dintensity 0.707" 0.733" 1.013" 0.710"" 0.735"" 0.702""" 0.705"" 0.862"" 1.077°
i (0.204) (0.210) (0.158) (0.202) (0.197) (0.204) (0.210) (0.174) (0.138)
Subsidiary 0.141 0.345 0.783 0.150 0.195 0.019 0.020 0.507 0.646
’ (0.556) (0.546) (0.510) (0.558) (0.560) (0.567) (0.570) (0.602) (0.482)
State 1.217° 0.832 0.036 1.203" 1.017" 1.286™ 1.274™ 0.441 0.053
(0.663) (0.526) (0.381) (0.639) (0.531) (0.645) (0.616) (0.413) (0.378)
Diversity 0.270"" 0.239"" 0.230"" 0.270™" 0.285""" 0.265"" 0.267"" 0.185™ 0.207"""
(0.073) (0.077) (0.076) (0.073) (0.083) (0.073) (0.084) (0.072) (0.069)
Local -0.285" -0.381"
(0.163) (0.156)
DiversityX -0.196™
Local (0.065)
0.021 0.049
Locall (0.142) (0.160)
Diversityx 0.050
Locall (0.073)
0.082 0.079
focal2 (0.117) (0.120)
Diversityx -0.004
Local2 (0.064)
0.653" 0.275
Focal3 (0.284) (0.195)
Diversityx 0.280""
Local3 (0.069)
Constant -1.598" -1.255 -1.907"" -1.618" -1.635™ -1.560" -1.564" -1.636™ -2.531™
(0.845) (0.906) (0.681) (0.832) (0.817) (0.851) (0.864) (0.751) (0.585)
Jinalpha 1.301™" 1.282" 1.207 1.301™" 1.297 1.300™" 1.300™" 1.246™ 1.140™
(0.119) (0.117) (0.111) (0.119) (0.117) (0.120) (0.120) (0.111) (0.106)
N 176 176 176 176 176 176 176 176 176
Pseudo R-squared 0.068 0.070 0.078 0.068 0.068 0.068 0.068 0.074 0.085
X’ 190.650 170.700 249.510 194.350 214.610 189.430 208.930 209.640 304.300
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L5 H T4 5 A AR B0 TR 20 R T A A 52 1 18T Ak

F TICHR T AR BUE B (IPManage) % 55 6 4K B B R0 IR 22 R85 4l 8187 81 &% R) ¢ & i 55 7T, A
Fal LLE A BUE B (IPManage) REWS 1 3 M 52 T+ 4 M BB 43k . 36 7 89(3) 81 DiversityxIPManage %
M IE 1) 52 W Al BT SR, Al T R B 0.157 76 1% BY/KFE T 8% R 415 8 800F . 245 L H 44000
IR RS KT B, 5 5 O B S0 TR 22 R X B 8 1) 42 A FH B i
KT HwaR FRUE YA AR

.- (1) (2) (3)
Innovation Innovation Innovation
Industry -0.495(0.318) -0.262(0.308) -0.342(0.279)
LnAge -0.028(0.217) -0.147(0.211) -0.147(0.169)
Fsize 1.271777(0.148) 0.966""(0.144) 0.990""(0.132)
R&Dintensity 0.7077(0.204) 0.394°(0.229) 0.598"(0.182)
Subsidiary 0.141(0.556) -0.470(0.562) -0.039(0.471)
State 1.217°(0.663) 1.052"(0.486) 0.677(0.416)
Diversity 0.270""(0.073) 0.128"(0.071) -0.003(0.072)
IPManage 0.580""(0.134) 0.671"°(0.115)
DiversityXIPManage 0.157""(0.037)
Constant -1.598"(0.845) 0.773(1.146) -0.499(0.907)
/lnalpha 1.30177(0.119) 1.186""(0.114) 1.107°(0.110)
N 176 176 176
Pseudo R-squared 0.068 0.080 0.088
X 190.650 222.220 383.600
P 0.000 0.000 0.000

T AR R p < 0.01 . p < 0.05.p < 0.1; 455 N I BRER .

(Z)REERE

R T i SR 3 A A5 V8 B R 1, A SCOR IBORE #8te IR R X AR AS BE AT 18] U g3 A o AT T Rl AR A PR AR
o B AL R BN T e A ARREAR AR A BB A Y 7 B 5
(NewToFirm)” F“ Ay RS AL T RIAT I A HE T 35 VIR 428 7= S8R 55 (NewToMarket)” 4
PR A i AT RS A PEAG 50 . LK, B I BN A A7 Mk Y B R A [a] , H 3 L DR 4 A A6 o) 4t AN ], A SCOH
() — A7 Ml 7 A FEAT 1719 53 A LA 36 45 SR A a1

1 REEeE (1) —ERETEHTEIEFSN
ST DA AR R AR S R R R IR 55, O e . IR Logit BEBYFEAT M 20 B o 3 8 B
0 Al A BT IR 55 B2 AT 2L B

T Logit A3 45 28 o 2 855 (1) F MR (3) S 4G 46 1 42 ) 22

A8 AopHR
S NewToFirm NewToMarket
(1) (2) (3) (4)
Industry 0.558(0.556) 0.558(0.617) -0.243(0.395) -0.294(0.436)
LnAge 0.051(0.257) 0.149(0.273) -0.068(0.200) 0.015(0.205)
Fsize 0.526"(0.199) 0.472"°(0.202) 0.340"(0.137) 0.286"(0.141)
R&Dintensity 0.569"(0.190) 0.5347°(0.195) 0.452°°(0.156) 0.4167(0.169)
Subsidiary 0.209(0.512) 0.257(0.551) -0.162(0.449) -0.168(0.457)
State -0.503(0.501) -0.788(0.574) -0.309(0.397) -0.575(0.448)
Diversity 0.358°°(0.132) 0.3217°(0.082)
Constant -1.874"(0.860) -1.6457(0.911) -1.151(0.727) -0.929(0.771)
N 176 176 176 176
Pseudo R-squared 0.177 0.242 0.080 0.149
X 25.640 31.570 15.870 29.420
P 0.000 0.000 0.015 0.000

W R FE R p < 0.01 . p < 0.05.p < 0.1 355 N bR,
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HAR 5 B40% 5 10

4 M BRAR ( Fsize ) R A 58 B (R& Dintensity ) B 52 W0 i 35 R 1 . 3 8 55 (2) FI AL ALNG 9 8 55 Bk i 2
FEVE (Diversity) 5l AREHRS , N T 55 G KPR I HER 2Rk W35 e 52 e b HE L T 3 e E X 4
ol BT R A 47 i SUIR 55 (NewToFirm) AT 2800 0.358 75 1% B /KPR 35 . 3% 855 (4) S B A fs
28 555 A KPR A IR Z R (Diversity ) 51 AR, R H 58 5 0K 1Y 1R 2208 P 125 b 1 19 52 ] 4l
Je T AT Mr AR 3 H 77 3 1 43 B9 7 5 5k IR 45 (NewToMarker) AT 200 0.321, 78 1% HIKFF B3

R 9ICH T W& 0> (Recenterl , Recenter2) W 15 VE L 55 (1) 255 (5) 8 1Y A 28 18 O NewToFirm , 45 (6)
ZFE(10) 319 K28 5~ NewToMarket, 7955 (3) %] DiversityXRecenterl E o mEmaifERT S EE A .
A0S Al F B 5 2 48 7 SR 55 (NewToFirm ) , Al 1 R %R -0.683, 75 10% MKV T .3 . % (6),
(8) B (10)%) DiversityXRecenter1 Fll DiversityXRecenter1 BAS T R B A B, Iz SRR 3w &
rhC BRI BE R 7R B SRR R B Ay # PRI 2 9 s A T 5 A AR B R 22 R PR A LD AU A il T
ST BT P A EUIR 55 B9 AT 8 o

&9 BEA P H A AR

- NewToFirm NewToMarket
- (D) 2 3) ) (5) (6) 1) (8) (9) (10)
Industry 0.558 0.396 0.492 0.541 0.527 -0.294 -0.348 -0.347 -0.446 -0.452
(0.617) (0.640) (0.663) (0.620) (0.652) (0.436) (0.438) (0.441) (0.447) (0.450)
LnAge 0.149 0.163 0.079 0.161 0.156 0.015 0.021 0.020 0.072 0.054
(0.273) (0.282) (0.296) (0.289) (0.284) (0.205) (0.206) (0.208) (0.223) (0.226)
Feize 0.472" 0.413™ 0.498™ 0.443" 0.437" 0.286™ 0.262" 0.263" 0.132 0.133
(0.202) (0.203) (0.237) (0.238) (0.240) (0.141) (0.146) (0.145) (0.156) (0.157)
R&Dintensity 0.534™" 0.469™ 0.508™" 0.524" 0.463™ 0.416™ 0.392™ 0.392™ 0.352™ 0.365™
’ (0.195) (0.192) (0.202) (0.191) (0.196) (0.169) (0.170) (0.171) (0.166) (0.167)
Subsidiary 0.257 0.163 0.058 0.257 0.157 -0.168 -0.206 -0.210 -0.199 -0.163
(0.551) (0.548) (0.579) (0.547) (0.555) (0.457) (0.467) (0.471) (0.453) (0.456)
State -0.788 -0.813 -0.735 -0.801 -0.754 -0.575 -0.574 -0.572 -0.674 -0.680
(0.574) (0.574) (0.582) (0.579) (0.574) (0.448) (0.447) (0.453) (0.480) (0.476)
Diversity 0.358"" 0.337°" 0.323" 0.353"" -0.235 0.3217" 0.314™ 0.314™" 0.295"" 0.561""
(0.132) (0.129) (0.150) (0.127) (0.485) (0.082) (0.081) (0.082) (0.084) (0.251)
Recenter] 0.781" 0.041 0.277 0.267
(0.447) (0.807) (0.424) (0.442)
Diversityx -0.683" -0.012
Recenterl (0.402) (0.193)
Reconterd 0.028 0.155 0.198™ 0.220™
(0.082) (0.165) (0.099) (0.092)
DiversityX -0.085 0.040
Recenter2 (0.065) (0.036)
Constant -1.645" -1.155 -1.112 -1.387 -0.148 -0.929 -0.758 -0.753 0.894 1.010
(0.911) (0.958) (1.032) (1.105) (1.653) (0.771) (0.796) (0.812) (1.151) (1.113)
N 176 176 176 176 176 176 176 176 176 176
Pseudo R-squared 0.242 0.257 0.296 0.242 0.261 0.149 0.151 0.151 0.176 0.179
X 31.570 31.840 41.080 31.710 34.900 29.420 29.140 29.210 29.900 29.010
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

T RN p < 0.01.p < 0.05.p < 0.1; 555 N W ARIERR

R0 T TG A LACFEE (Local) W ATVERT, 55 (1) ~(3) 5 (1 28 5524 NewToFirm , 55 (4) ~(6) 51 1)
AR 5N NewToMarket . 13255 (3) 5 F155 (6) 3 DiversityxLocal WAL 31 22 BURT 20 Al 1125 N B3, B 5% & 14k
B B0 R0 P 2 R X oMl AFE BT i BN 55 B R R O OR 2 B B T A R AR EE R R . R 11~3R 13 39—
AL T WA L AC R BE (9 45 3 1 (Locall, Local2, Local3) WV 15 V£, 45 B9 5E (1) 245 (3) 51 1Y A AE 5y
NewToFirm , 55 (4)~(6)F| 14 K28 5 NewToMarket s H 3% 11~38 1355 (3) 7% DiversityXLocall | DiversityXLocal2 |
DiversityXLocal3 B 71 22 80T F0, Al TT 25 A 35, RIS 5 A HE A R 2 AR PR X Al A 1R AR A B3 5 02 42
B il BRI 55 B 52 W R 32 BT AR LARRR BE A r A 2R . 3% 1156 (6) 3] DiversityXLocall .35 M 171 4]
SR Al 5 T R AT M A T 37 b A 0 BRI 55 L AT R BN -0.092, 78 10% UK P T B3 RS R K]
2 Al B T s BE AR v T AR (B A A X BT B Al AT SE S KR B0 N TR Z2 R PR HE 6T T S
AR PR B IR 55 AT s S w55 . i 2R 1258 (6) 5 DiversityxLocal2 M1 5 13 55 (6) 3] DiversityXLocal3 F ki
THRECTAL AT S RA R
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L 45 58 A A I R 2 R A ]

R BT SR

A 10 T A R AL 69 R
B NewToFirm NewToMarket
) (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Industry 0.558(0.617) 0.612(0.632) 0.634(0.640) -0.294(0.436) -0.322(0.442) -0.286(0.453)
LnAge 0.149(0.273) 0.192(0.306) 0.191(0.309) 0.015(0.205) -0.000(0.208) 0.000(0.209)
Fsize 0.4727(0.202) 0.4847°(0.202) 0.4857(0.204) 0.286"°(0.141) 0.28277(0.142) 0.2837°(0.143)
R&Dintensity 0.534"°(0.195) 0.5497(0.203) 0.545"°(0.205) 0.416"(0.169) 0.411"(0.170) 0.406"(0.172)
Subsidiary 0.257(0.551) 0.259(0.553) 0.263(0.553) -0.168(0.457) -0.176(0.461) -0.175(0.461)
State -0.788(0.574) -0.752(0.593) -0.784(0.598) -0.575(0.448) -0.575(0.448) -0.604(0.450)
Diversity 0.358""(0.132) 0.357"°(0.131) 0.355""(0.131) 0.321""(0.082) 0.321"(0.082) 0.326"7(0.083)
Local 0.128(0.208) 0.170(0.229) -0.057(0.144) -0.014(0.147)
DiversityxLocal 0.037(0.089) 0.053(0.053)
Constant -1.645"(0.911) -1.863"(1.111) -1.851"(1.113) -0.929(0.771) -0.848(0.821) -0.833(0.823)
N 176 176 176 176 176 176
Pseudo R-squared 0.242 0.244 0.245 0.149 0.150 0.153
X 31.570 31.790 32.520 29.420 29.260 30.190
I 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
T R p < 0.01,p < 0.05.p < 0.1 455 N AR IER
A1l THAIRBESR— AT HER
NewToFirm NewToMarket
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Indusiry 0.558(0.617) 0.469(0.617) 0.480(0.608) -0.294(0.436) -0.232(0.439) -0.204(0.451)
LnAge 0.149(0.273) 0.137(0.274) 0.135(0.272) 0.015(0.205) 0.021(0.203) 0.022(0.206)
Fsize 0.472"(0.202) 0.474"(0.203) 0.474"(0.202) 0.286"(0.141) 0.303"°(0.144) 0.30077(0.144)
R&Dintensity 0.534"7(0.195) 0.520""(0.194) 0.52177(0.194) 0.416"7(0.169) 0.436"(0.172) 0.471""(0.175)
Subsidiary 0.257(0.551) 0.261(0.552) 0.262(0.552) -0.168(0.457) -0.162(0.461) -0.165(0.458)
State -0.788(0.574) -0.803(0.588) -0.799(0.580) -0.575(0.448) -0.574(0.448) -0.561(0.448)
Diversity 0.358""(0.132) 0.372"(0.137) 0.376"(0.150) 0.321""(0.082) 0.318""(0.082) 0.318""(0.082)
Locall -0.183(0.163) -0.191(0.183) 0.151(0.129) 0.118(0.119)
DiversityxLocall -0.011(0.081) -0.092°(0.049)
Constant -1.645"(0.911) -1.530"(0.921) -1.5227(0.925) -0.929(0.771) -1.067(0.783) -1.164(0.814)
N 176 176 176 176 176 176
Pseudo R-squared 0.241 0.250 0.250 0.149 0.155 0.167
X 31.570 29.750 30.050 29.420 28.730 29.920
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
TE AR p < 0.01.p < 0.05.p < 0.1 38 5 P R
k12 WHALAERE SR gAY R
A NewToFirm NewToMarket
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Industry 0.558(0.617) 0.536(0.618) 0.459(0.617) -0.294(0.436) -0.308(0.437) -0.310(0.440)
LnAge 0.149(0.273) 0.156(0.272) 0.169(0.286) 0.015(0.205) 0.015(0.210) 0.015(0.210)
Fsize 0.472(0.202) 0.456"(0.208) 0.468(0.213) 0.286"(0.141) 0.317"°(0.141) 0.3177(0.141)
R&Dintensity 0.534""(0.195) 0.527""(0.195) 0.532"(0.204) 0.416"7(0.169) 0.45277(0.173) 0.452""(0.175)
Subsidiary 0.257(0.551) 0.275(0.562) 0.371(0.561) -0.168(0.457) -0.171(0.471) -0.168(0.479)
State -0.788(0.574) -0.718(0.543) -0.714(0.557) -0.575(0.448) -0.776"(0.458) -0.777"(0.459)
Diversity 0.358""(0.132) 0.354""(0.131) 0.3627(0.144) 0.321""(0.082) 0.34677(0.087) 0.347"7(0.091)
Local2 0.081(0.147) -0.037(0.243) -0.231"(0.122) -0.2347(0.136)
DiversityxLocal2 -0.115(0.128) -0.003(0.065)
Constant -1.645"(0.911) -1.619"(0.911) -1.7027(0.940) -0.929(0.771) -1.053(0.805) -1.051(0.808)
N 176 176 176 176 176 176
Pseudo R-squared 0.242 0.244 0.2580 0.149 0.167 0.167
X 31.570 32.290 43.010 29.420 30.450 30.410
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

W AR FE R p < 0.01 . p < 0.05.p < 0.1;35 5 N bR AR

55



R

540

5510 34

F 140 T IR BUE B (IPManage) W R 5 VE L 55 (1) ~(3) 51 9 IR 22 4 R NewToFirm , 55 (4)~(6) 3]
B PR AL &8 NewToMarket, 255 (3) 3 H15E (6) 51 DiversityxIPManage B9 A% 11 R B0 0] 1,46 7145 58 i 2, B

o PR A TR 22 P T A b 4 HE BT ™ i I 55 9 5 WO R A2 30 R AU BEK P /Y
(5) 5 FNER (6) 51 AT R, 0P AUAE BR K P 5 35 3B 1 1) 52 00 £l 5 T [ A oll Aol 4 18 19 37 b 408 B9 77 i R

% AETF R EA N 0.413 F10.414 75 1% B KT L&

%13 THARLARERE SR =GR TAER

I=A
w

M o {H 2 R

i NewToFirm NewToMarket
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Industry 0.558(0.617) 0.550(0.614) 0.553(0.613) -0.294(0.436) -0.288(0.445) -0.293(0.445)
LnAge 0.149(0.273) 0.192(0.295) 0.189(0.294) 0.015(0.205) -0.041(0.204) -0.036(0.203)
Fsize 0.4727(0.202) 0.506"°(0.198) 0.5097(0.199) 0.286"(0.141) 0.244°(0.141) 0.2417(0.141)
R&Dintensity 0.53477(0.195) 0.526(0.193) 0.5247(0.194) 0.4167(0.169) 0.4347(0.167) 0.438°(0.168)
Subsidiary 0.257(0.551) 0.172(0.560) 0.170(0.566) -0.168(0.457) -0.066(0.455) -0.056(0.458)
State -0.788(0.574) -0.827(0.570) -0.830(0.569) -0.575(0.448) -0.514(0.448) -0.509(0.451)
Diversity 0.358°(0.132) 0.3627°(0.132) 0.36377(0.130) 0.3217(0.082) 0.3227(0.082) 0.3177(0.082)
Local3 -0.213(0.280) -0.202(0.286) 0.383(0.246) 0.355(0.248)
DiversityxXLocal3 0.015(0.106) -0.039(0.086)
Constant -1.645"(0.911) -1.748"(0.963) -1.741"(0.969) -0.929(0.771) -0.788(0.781) -0.820(0.780)
N 176 176 176 176 176 176
Pseudo R-squared 0.242 0.245 0.245 0.149 0.160 0.160
X 31.570 31.320 34.960 29.420 30.160 31.150
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
T A MR p < 0.01.p < 0.05.p < 0.1 555 Y ARk
A4 iR FRCE AT AER
. NewToFirm NewToMarket
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Industry 0.558(0.617) 0.520(0.627) 0.532(0.642) -0.294(0.436) -0.566(0.435) -0.567(0.437)
LnAge 0.149(0.273) 0.155(0.273) 0.149(0.279) 0.015(0.205) 0.042(0.200) 0.043(0.200)
Fsize 0.472"(0.202) 0.4277°(0.207) 0.42877(0.208) 0.286™(0.141) 0.078(0.172) 0.078(0.172)
R&Dintensity 0.5347(0.195) 0.4927°(0.205) 0.4887(0.207) 0.4167(0.169) 0.249(0.187) 0.249(0.187)
Subsidiary 0.257(0.551) 0.238(0.552) 0.229(0.557) -0.168(0.457) -0.335(0.458) -0.334(0.460)
State -0.788(0.574) -0.813(0.566) -0.785(0.587) -0.575(0.448) -0.642(0.495) -0.644(0.496)
Diversity 0.358"°(0.132) 0.3407(0.134) 0.3357°(0.136) 0.3217(0.082) 0.276"(0.087) 0.276"(0.087)
IPManage 0.085(0.136) 0.062(0.175) 0.413(0.131) 0.4147°(0.135)
DiversityxXIPManage -0.021(0.077) 0.002(0.044)
Constant -1.645"(0.911) -1.366(1.005) -1.333(1.023) -0.929(0.771) 0.385(0.861) 0.380(0.859)
N 176 176 176 176 176 176
Pseudo R-squared 0.242 0.244 0.245 0.149 0.203 0.203
X 31.570 32.170 33.640 29.420 37.590 38.050
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

W AR R p < 0.01 . p < 0.05.p < 0.1; 455 N bR,

2. RBEMRIE (2) —Xt FRERBITEIR S
ANEAT AL B BARFEPEA[R], o3 L R G4 BT ) PRGN ) o AR SCREAR Al ok A 24470k, o T 32 R ke
S51C W MERRVE AR SO [ —47 b 7 REAS HEAT 10009 70 B LUAG: 36 48 SR AR A I o 78 176 S8 Alk BT L AR A

T RS AR BB 9 Al B Sy 45 K0 A5 B EORAT AL I PR AR B Rl Aol e ) H I AR

i o PR AR SCRE R AE BB ARAT AL A 45 Al 1 R AR HEAT AR A Il 0

RASHIR TR IR a2t . 321555 (1) S g 1 4% i 242
A AR % (LnAge) AR ML BB (Fsize) B9 RZ I 2 35 O IE . 2 15 26 (2) FI AL T A A
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L5 H T4 5 A AR B0 TR 20 R T A A 52 1 18T Ak

( Diversity) 5| AR R Bt 3E A Ak RE i A
AP I 25 b I 1) 52 e 4l 287 B 38, Al 3 &
BN 0459, 78 1% W /KF T & 25, Ul W 58 45 Pk 1
ORI Z R AT BT 4 T Al BT S

# 16 L4 T WF & 0> (Recenterl, Recenter2)
X3 A KA Y R 22 R S Al B T S AL A O
W AR AL R T UA A R AR
(Recenter]) BE % 2 35 M 52 T A b 2138 & 2, i iF
B0 (Recenter2) X BT B Al 46 TG i 3 52
M o H1 3R 16 55 (3) 51 5 (5) 81 ' Diversityx
Recenterl 5 DiversityXRecenter2 W) 71 2 5 0] A1,
Fl T 45 R 25, RS 5 PP A 1R 22 R 1 X 21
B R B TR T R 52 21 Al 21 ZE 0 s 1Y

=%
iz []r"] o

16 AP s e AR AT A A

15 KA TH AR
B (1) (2)
Innovation Innovation
LnAge 1.3207°(0.456) 0.422(0.452)
Fsize 1.2247°(0.281) 1.722°7°(0.300)
R&Dintensity -0.210(0.982) 0.503(0.616)
Subsidiary 0.367(0.712) -0.942(0.824)
State 1.434(1.765) 2.179"(1.018)
Diversity 0.459""(0.160)
Constant -1.092(3.898) -2.297(2.164)
/lnalpha 1.126"7(0.163) 0.972°(0.170)
N 45 45
Pseudo R-squared 0.077 0.092
X 137.780 126.980
P 0.000 0.000

B R p < 0.01,p < 0.05.p < 0.1 455 N R ifEiR .

- (1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation
LnAge 0.422(0.452) 0.600(0.486) 0.553(0.472) 0.160(0.444) 0.125(0.477)
Fsize 1.722"7(0.300) 1.53977(0.308) 1.53077(0.290) 1.57277(0.242) 1.620""(0.483)
R&Dintensity 0.503(0.616) 0.701(0.581) 0.546(0.601) 0.630(0.539) 0.685(0.612)

Subsidiary -0.942(0.824) -1.119(0.799) -1.252(0.808) -0.968(0.733) -1.004(0.813)

State 2.179"(1.018) 2.6527°(0.969) 2.4577(1.046) 2.3277"(0.886) 2.345"7(0.873)
Diversity 0.459""(0.160) 0.408(0.157) 0.493""(0.161) 0.4717(0.121) 0.561(0.644)
Recenterl 1.7997"(0.559) 1.459""(0.510)

DiversityXRecenterl

-0.330(0.241)

Recenter2

0.232(0.232)

0.233(0.218)

DiversityXRecenter2

0.016(0.111)

Constant -2.297(2.164) -3.250(1.998) -2.291(2.256) -0.619(1.949) -0.856(2.878)
/lnalpha 0.972""(0.170) 0.866""(0.170) 0.850""(0.173) 0.913""(0.178) 0.911"°(0.179)
N 45 45 45 45 45
Pseudo R-squared 0.092 0.104 0.105 0.098 0.098
X 126.980 162.940 184.770 173.860 196.900
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

W AR FE R p < 0.01.p < 0.05.p < 0.1;35 5 N bR,

FNTIC T HHA LT (Local) , LA KT A4 + AL FE BE 19 45 53 551 (Locall, Local2, Local3) X%} 5% & Ak £
0T 22 B 5 A b BB S R Bl SC R IR AE R . R 175 ()5 FEE (3) P T i A AL BE (Local)
BT o B3RS (3) 91 DiversityxLocal WS TH ZR BT J0, Al 145 /AN B35 B 38 & 0K P 1Y 1R 2 RE v X 1)
BB B THE R Z BT A L ACFREE 2 o A SO E — 25 3 B 1 4l S A T 37 4% 4 3 i g 4 43k
i R 55 B LU E RS2 o 3R 1755 (4) FURIER (5) BN A48 1 i A - AR BE 43 00— (Locall) (98 15 A AHIZ 5
(5) %1 DiversityxLocall Bl i+ RECA B . £ 175 (6)FIFEE () IR 5 1 T A - A0 B 43 31— (Local2)
) JE 5 VR L AH & 565 (7) 51 DiversityxLocal2 WA 11 R EON .35 . R 1755 (8) 5 IS (9) Ik 50 T i A £ 14k
T2 B3 = (Local3) WOV 4E {02226 (9) 5| DiversityxLocal3 FIAL T R BN W& . RV W A1E I TE TREAR
Fafa VA 50 vh R AT BN S0 UE , B R 25 (4) 5 AT T 55 A A6 BE 53 T — (Locall) 35 1 171 [ 5% Wi £ Ml 4 817 5t
R AT R BN -0.660, 75 1% HKF T B, e RENS i EE D TAS (B AR BT 2
1 55 4 Ml 1 1B Bk

T8I 7RI AUE B (IPManage) %t 3 G AKX FE 09 HIR 2 FE1E 5 A Mk 8158 S8 8] 5C Z B9 30 5 7R T, A
Fp Al LA AR P AU B (IPManage) 8 9% i 35 Ho 42 TH 4\ B8 S 80 .t 38 18 58 (3) F1] Diversityx
IPManage i 1+ Z BT 0 Al 145 A W 25 %08 39 VR FIAE 7 R AR Rl 1] 0 o oR A5 31 954
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BAR %3 Fa0E H10M
F 17 WHAREAAEGRTAER T ARG R
e (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)
5
- Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation Innovation
i 0.422 0.422 0.604 0.128 0.132 0.424 0.247 0.421 0.623
nase (0.452) (0.456) (0.490) (0.414) (0.398) (0.432) (0.415) (0.449) (0.435)
. 1.722° 1.708"** 1.584"** 1.619* 1.657" 1.740"* 1.8427* 1.733" 1.559"**
e (0.300) (0.332) (0.377) (0.265) (0.282) (0.294) (0.291) (0.312) (0.342)
o 0.503 0.518 0.898 0.255 0.200 0.510 0.095 0.465 1.110
R&Dintensity
; (0.616) (0.615) (0.759) (0.502) (0.543) (0.602) (1.005) (0.708) (0.792)
Subsidiary -0.942 -0.927 -0.886 -1.161 -1.167 -1.146 -0.984 -0.951 -0.894
uosaary (0.824) (0.828) (0.845) (0.814) (0.802) (0.828) (0.863) (0.832) (0.801)
Stat 2.179% 2.149" 1.563" 3.0517 3.042° 2.388" 2.895° 2246 1.352°
e (1.018) (0.986) (0.771) (0.866) (0.887) (1.036) (1.559) (1.173) (0.812)
Diversity 0.459" 0.458" 0.486" 0.442° 0.435" 0.450" 0.265 0.462° 0.483"
rrersiy (0.160) (0.161) (0.180) (0.133) (0.134) (0.153) (0.215) (0.158) (0.170)
-0.031 -0.221
Local
(0.175) (0.289)
DiversityX -0.110
Local (0.116)
-0.660""* -0.670"
Locall
ocd (0.156) (0.136)
DiversityX -0.031
Locall (0.078)
Local? 0.118 0.404
(0.207) (0.249)
DiversityX 0.171
Local2 (0.136)
-0.060 -0.111
Local3
ocd (0.464) (0.392)
DiversityX 0.263
Local3 (0.166)
Consiant -2.297 -2.312 -3.770 -0.538 -0.441 -2.316 -1.096 -2.186 -4.749°
onstan (2.164) (2.127) (2.605) (1.889) (1.932) (2.127) (3.582) (2.421) (2.742)
vl 0.972"* 0.971* 0.959" 0.839"* 0.837"" 0.967" 0.937"* 0.971* 0.930"
naipna (0.170) (0.169) (0.170) (0.196) (0.196) (0.176) (0.183) (0.170) (0.173)
N 45 45 45 45 45 45 45 45 45
Pseudo R-squared 0.092 0.092 0.094 0.104 0.105 0.093 0.095 0.092 0.096
¥ 126.980 142.010 147.300 174.310 179.340 138.660 128.200 130.320 150.370
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
T B IR p < 0.01.p < 0.05.p < 015455 N AR fER .
k18 it FREEGATERFHEALR
(1) (2) (3)
Innovation Innovation Innovation
LnAge 0.422(0.452) 0.555(0.378) 0.489(0.435)
Fsize 1.722"(0.300) 1.165°°(0.273) 1.1847°(0.286)
R&Dintensity 0.503(0.616) 0.290(0.513) 0.301(0.511)
Subsidiary -0.942(0.824) -1.166(0.715) -1.090(0.732)
State 2.1797(1.018) 1.9207(0.960) 1.912°(0.958)
Diversity 0.459"°(0.160) 0.270"(0.112) 0.212(0.139)
IPManage 0.593"°(0.185) 0.648"(0.155)

DiversityXIPManage

0.039(0.074)

-0.633(1.690)

Constant -2.297(2.164) -0.527(1.728)
/lnalpha 0.972""(0.170) 0.8157(0.182) 0.810""(0.180)
N 45 45 45
Pseudo R-squared 0.092 0.107 0.107
X 126.980 214.040 270.860
P 0.000 0.000 0.000

W R R p < 0.01 . p < 0.05.p < 0.1; 355 N bR,

58



L 45 5 A PO B9 R 2 R A ] 52 0 15T G4

ELL A BB ST EE&F AH XA ik i 5 R AR s H A A R BIR %
(NewToFirm)” 1 A\l J& 75 A7 A6 56 F AT b Al 4 1 vl 3 L DAAE AT 28 19 7= S 5k 55 (New ToMarket )
PR 722 s A AR R 43 BT v, B B PKCRE A R TR 22 R X Al B S R B AR 5 R SO B A R — B, RIS
B oAt 57 ey - S I N [ P S N N T = 1w O i R = A ) s BTN U R ol AT = IR Ve NP S IR E A =2 D)
A HE O BB T R A A 3R 5 (NewToFirm) I 2 T+ VE FH 2 841 55 03X nl BB J& th 41 @0 & o0
4 A b B AT AT B 2 7 3 SRR G S S ) BT, BRI 2 1 5 A S A PR B R 22 R M HE H AU AR Al T
H o EUIR 5 o R, T A LA AR B AR A R E R T AR LA AR A 4 T — (Locall)
w8 5558 A AR A R 2R 5 A S T R AT M Al A T 3 AR 0 7 i BUIR 55 (New ToMarket ) 22 1]
HIICFR . AR R, Al T 0 BE A v TR (B A I D BB ) SR Al 78 53 A 52 & A 9 AR
2R PR R A M AR T 0 IR A5 o BB = MR R B R T AR O B S B SE A KR A R
AR X b oMl BT 77 it B 55 19 B W) A B2 Al R AUAE BROK S B S0 e M A B 45 SR T LI A3 A 4
RIEATAE] AR E SR BT 0 — 2, X ] BB i1 T DL F A Al BT 93 RO DA A Ml HE BT i Bl
iz 55 4 e A Ml BT SR R A 1Y 22 52 B Al 0T R 3 19 4 AR Al A1 2 B AR Q15T L SO IE 808 2 id sk
B SC R, 2 Ak MR & WA 36 36 Bl B B A (Memillan et al, 2003) o 117 £ b 3 H BT 7= o 50IR 45 2 3 T 4R
VRN TR A S it B Ao A O R 2 e T B9 7 i BUIR 55 (Liu et al, 2014) , IR 3R Bt A 09 4 F R Be 5% 10 18 B
B 77 it B 55, 3 T B 5 BSOS M A 50 30 T S IR U B 2 R A 25 S i I . AR DUE B RORAT
My A A A AT R AR A3 A L S B KR B SR U 2 R X A M B S R 4 T S S A A AR — 2
Aad T A AR B AR R B O T AR R B R L X TR T AR B R AR R D
FEH

B ARSI

BT RN PERIDUL , A SR T Ak 58 A KR 8 PR AR X Ml BB S R A0 52 L DL S R U BT v
R 55 VR L 9 DASE Ja e il 1m) 4 4R A 10 Al 52 G BB AL ) RO A 3 T BRI AR . A SO B T IR
250 B AT A KPR AR 2 AR RE 05 3 BT BB Bk, HUOT R BUSE B Ak PR R 2 A i s
IR PR R 5 PR 9 AR 82 v T R AR B 7 St 300 17 00 L F 5 A i3 b 5 B AR R TR 2 R M 5 Al 5B 291 A% 1) 1 £
U BIG R ORAF B SR o ARG R UL, 0 T b [ Al 100 55, A R 2 R PR R JE 1 B9 5 5 O AR RE B8 AT 80 il
PETHQIBT SR, e A Kl LRI St B B X T SE S KRR RTR 2 R 5 Al B S Ak 1)
KARTWEWIE R BTEN . SR, Al AR hob A B RE G A7 245 T H AU 8%, i1 S8k 73 A 45 Rk
T, 2H A U B Al BE 22 10 S 4 TR P A R A BT DAL T 2 ) 55 B S AR A R R 2 A P R
AR Al A B T B IR S5 B s e B = e T A AR R S8 AL T s A ARE I R 2R
PR A A7 SRR B 520 o JE I A BT g0 TR T AR A (AR X B T IR Al A 3E A Ak
P B R 22 A M HE 0 T T 3 T R AR 1Y 7 B A5 B R e 2 0 55 o AR, 0 e U IR A DX AR
st AR 55 L0 EE 50 R 19 Aol , BE A BB 4 st R T 52 5 KRR A R AR PRS- TH [ B BB Btk B IO, R AL B
XFF e A AR IR Z R 5 A QB Bk 8] ¢ R A B3 W E R W ER . BFRAS IR T R B AR A
3 2 ) AR FH (Gorovaia Al Windsperger, 2010; Estrada et al, 2016) o3& & K £ 2 FE 4L A9 71 A Al #2431t
T RE QR ST L2 H A BE TS 22 R B A 5 5 A 0 S MR I BN THRIE Sy Y a8 Rk T
Ak F B R BERE S o AR — A I R R0 AR B A G R B A IE R AR SR SE A kAR
MR ZHEAE S QU SRR C R T B EEM . XAl th T & pg i & b 3w 1 H A S k& T BA
A BT R B R BETE AR 5 58 3 WA R AR A vh 200 R ARAE T o Al i B AR BF 4 v 45 B, LA
5T 4 5 58 A AR T B R G AR R B S BR ST H iy o R Al 75 BRI % E H s oK
UV RIS & O iR ) /-2l AP O I A = 1 /-2 1 O R 3 O (e = T NN o 1V SR e B 1o A TR0 R
TEA LT3 R i — g R R A2 R, DAL M P 5 5 KR 0 Jn 3R 22 R P 482 T b 18 258 304 1 T 2 i)
590 A TEEFETE A PRI 75 2% B H Sl g 1 A0, Bk e H B R S AATFEN TS LR, ALl
Yy i EZAEAR S AR IR — 2 W B AR SRR S R . UHE ST g m A T AR (BH
0 D R T W AT Al 5843 F) 58 A KCRE A8 0 T 22 R P A R X T T S I A i A Bk 55 . AR
= 2 Al R RS B P58 R I BE A5 B4 R B AP I R 2 R AR T BB S8 DRI Al i
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PR AAE B B 10 ¢ 8, JUH R 800 58 38 A 15 50 G 5 B B VR S R v i R AU L RE

A SC S TTBR FEAE AT P 5T o G, A SCR IS 1Y B U TE A SRR 7 23 AR BT S A
B 5 A PR A R RRAE A A A PE IR I, 18 1 32 B K A B T 2 R I X Ml BB S R 52 ), AT IR T
KT 58 G WO XS AL BB S RGE WA TR B . AR FEE T ER ANV ERS SRS A RES
& XF Al A 2 i, IS T K*ﬁl%i@(Quintana-Garcia F Benavides-Velasco, 2004 ; Huang #1 Yu,2011;
Park et al,2014a; Park et al,2014h; Shin et al,2016; Chen et al,2019) ., A W55 A 53 4 & 347 5 VEfE
B A5 25 T 3R] 0 H TR R, 45 5 A 1 AR DA A2 2 A M BT B R, 1H 3 B R B e v 1 A ol K T o v Bl 2y
F2 SRR, AT AS I 42 T 187 884 (Shin et al,2016) o WA WFIEIN N A GAE M 45 55 G 38 5 HL I
FE R T LR A R 1 e A T S o B AR I R A R R A AR 0 R A HOR 3 R DI RTE L2
F= SO R B XUBS: (Chen et al,2019) o A SCIACH , B3 XS 58 & KRR 09 AR AR AR AT 5T, A B T 58 47 1 JoE
W ERER, X TE TRA XA, AL RS S 2N E SRR GIEXRRTG T
S A S S Z ARG FR T 53 Ah— SE ] BE L TR — MBI AR SR R B KR, AR ES
PR B FIR 2R 5 Ak BB S ) O R IFARE U AL, 45 SRR W], R B 586 SO R — I AR i e (H 3R
W B Xt T o I Al T R TR 2 R R B R 1 5E S OC R RE A AT B LR TH BB SR O A B e A
PRAE 8 TR 22 R P o S B0 5 D AR K B T AR BB B8 X 4538 3% T Chen et al(2019) YA 5T
5 o A SO A FEBE KRG 2 5 s 4 B T v G O R I R BT O T M PP AL 5B G ARk
AR Al B 7 B 8 DG BEANTE T 38 A AP R B, i T S A U @ A Z RIS & 0K B,
AR TR S A A AU B R . DVEER YOG T 58 B XMk B B S RNGE M I A5 L B AN — 3R
RV, ZEA G0N H C R T REZ AR 216 55 I R M52, 48 T IX SR [a] i 2518 , A 7 5 52 RORBF e e S
Z M e T 4255w A1 5% I & (Bengtsson A1 Kock, 20143 Le Roy #l Czakon, 2016) , DL/ 55 B8 2 0 & 2H 2 i)
BL 0 G 4 ol ] 2% 20 R Sk 52 B B 2 A5 Qe B2 i 52 5 5 2 (Faems et al, 2010; Bouncken il Kraus,
2013; Fernandez et al, 2014; Bouncken et al, 2016) , /DB 58 2 73 T 420 A & 68 11 ¥ 52 & o £ 19 52 1
(Estrada et al, 2016;Bengtsson et al, 2016) . Bengtsson et al(2016) 3¢ H b 3= & B S wF sk 4 Bl ve & L FR 1Y
R WIS R IS A M A B Y55 B RE ) i I RE S B A LA B SE A T IR S BUNSE Bk ) o AR SCERSE T
R A RN PR Y M X DA BRSO TR AR . SRS — RS RR B AR SCOC T AU Al B e ek
5% A PTR80Sl BE ) i — 2D IR BT T A A M U BT T A BE ) o AR SCE AL A
PV LAY = 2 B —— W 05 2 i 2 208 3007 (& P i A ) R Tk (TS A AR B ) R
BUE LG5 T4 B S B A U8 1 VB o 38 3 X ATV B 5E A kR v PR ST, AR SR BRI AN
AU 1% L 2R 3E S R R DL Z R I 75 2 A A B A R A B AR T, DA A Rk R 5
G A SR S, s L BRI T A AR R EE S L R E A S Z MR
(Gorovaia #1 Windsperger, 2010) .

T 2 R BRI, A SCA SR A AE — S8/ BRZ Ak o B 26, AR SCH T80 R AE QT T 52 B A HE 9 0 Uy
E5 Al 11 B 1 J R A8 BRBE 3 0T Al BB S AL S e T A ML AR A BT B b S sE e E AT AR O A
RORIE B KRR AT BR T A2 B RRARAE Ak B B BB 0 RRAE Y 2R 36 2 32 B Ak 5 38 A KRR ) AY OC &R
FAE 9 (Bacon et al,2020) o 4 5 BF 5T 1] #E— 5 AR IE Al HeAth 48 B2 948 BERE T, W 5E 5 0% R4 BILAE
775 R A AR 7 G o] AH B S e O SE A kPR A TR 2 R —— b BB SRR OE R A R I, R AR
SCHIETE T Al i 1 2T Bt AT A B AE T o ol S8 3T AL R R B G R DLE i AR T U
T3 2, a0 ik BR Ve e AR AT A Oy BN 5E A T AR A P9 (Gast et al,2019) , X J7 WA #E— LR A
WF 58 A2
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[ 3] HBed, 2005, MR AUEH . R P A b EZNAELT] KD T RS GESREER) , 2001): 19-24.
(4] ER, Xz, K&, 2013, 580 55 mi AN i Al (B 58 5 O R 2R AR S 505 ST Rt oe [ ], BHEG#H L
5X}%, 30(7): 84-89.
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Impact of the Knowledge Diversity of Coopeting Partners on Innovation Performance :
Moderating Role of Knowledge Management

Wu Rihan'?, Chen Dong3 , Li Donghong]

(1. School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China;
2. Energy Economics Institute of China National Offshore Oil Corporation, Beijing 100013, China;
3. College of Business Administration, Loyola Marymount University, Los Angeles 90045, USA)

Abstract: The impact of the knowledge diversity of coopeting partners on innovation performance, and the moderating role of the

knowledge management the establishment of R&D centers, the degree of market localization, intellectual property right
management, are studied in this research. The results show that the knowledge diversity of a firm’ s coopeting partners significantly
promotes its innovation performance. The moderating effects of the knowledge management are as follows: First of all, intellectual
property right management has a positive moderating effect on the relationship between the knowledge diversity of coopeting partners
and innovation performance. Secondly, the degree of market localization has a negative moderating effect on the relationship between
the knowledge diversity of coopeting partners and innovation performance. Thirdly, although the establishment of R&D centers can
effectively improve the firms’ innovation performance, the establishment of R&D centers and the number of R&D centers have no
significant moderating effect on the relationship between the knowledge diversity of coopeting partners and innovation performance.

Keywords: interfirm relationship; coopetition strategy; knowledge diversity of partners; innovation performance; knowledge

management
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