41 % B 11 ¥ R 2 ¥ 2022 4F 11 A

FRUFGUNERARASMEREREE SN

KA, RBTT

(VLT K2 B 2Fbe, 198 o8 214122)

i E:GEAHGHAALLE R FRAAWALEAGCNIT AR, EF R ART AR S B NP X2, B Lkt
& i, 4 social science citation index(SSCI) AAF 3 L k5| X EE P ULKEQNHEH AT AN FRBLRFTRELB > M Ao
R B oA A B RFARZEANN G AR AE LR AR AR NEEANHGAFRARELF , BTERELX
THEANFTFHOFRHKZT ZAART LAY SR TR Kes bt ) L FH SRS L 464 3 52 | 69 % R AR AR
HMEBAE, KRR EAZHEINTREIZOIERNEL FEHER FERHEZE A LT R EFREEH,

KB eI HGH; Xk E; RESN; B

FESES: F273.1 XERFRERS: A XEHS: 1002—980X(2022)11—0066—12

—.5l5

G E R BUSORH B S BRI ST A A AR, Canl i T ENAMEE ) TIZ L
T o T 25 & R IE b T DN EE 3R 3K 3l e 718 S B 3K 20 19 DG B I 221, ¢ €8, U R SR BR B BRI L £ AR DA 1
Jr AR, g 8 A0 7 SR A Al A A R A € BB IR . T A AR B IR Al UL L Cheng(2018) 1A , £t (4 BB 41
RO B R AE A SRR 8 5 N R H SR L [m] S, X 65 B H Sk 32 R AT B 5, R RE B 7 4 k3R
13T RSk R sE P AR AR A 4k A R BRI 4% (8 R TR BE R 01, M S (AR R R M & TE IR &R o

U ARk, [ Br [ A R 2 (0 8 B 1 0 4 i F Y 8 5 LI 4 (Zhao et al, 2021) K AR i Y 3R
(Nuryakin 1 Maryati, 2020; Yang et al,2022) \%ﬂ‘%'fé(Wang F1Li,2020; Tang et al,2020) Fl 5 i %% 37 (Hong
etal,2019; Wang,2022) %5 J5 Ml o MG Ak, %A [) 22U 20 ZURT A& i 35 T B0 ¢ €3 Q05 S 0% HIF 98 W BOR TR
I 5 5 22 BRI G 52 S I B T R AT MR o B g (0 Q1 5 AL 3 R SCHER BE Y B BB AR BT
PH R R E A B PR gk (BB S R SIS 5T, i = M SCHR T A R, Xl S (5 60 357 S 58 4 e ) T A
HERLHEE WE 5 BUR SR nOBa St AT RS Hr o T H A N E A OF ST i T2 S5 B TR X a0 B S A AT IR &R
P (CER B A2, 2019) SE M HL ] G FI2EE, 2022) FISE B A2 B9 R R OF8 6 S RIRE AR B, 20225 XS 2 %
85,2022 A5 ,2022) 55 05 T, H 206 TR PR S5 PR S B BE IR AR OCHR B UT R Al , k= X H At
b B Al (4 TR R 5 IR R W ER AR ST B L IR R R G R G,  R RG T R B R . Pt
X [l Ah g (0, BI5GB 5 B R SO SR AT ZR G o0 A, RE D IR PN 2 2 LU 5 0 R B A M 0 S

A SCR WO P M 5 5 1 7 i 38 L SCHRR T S, X 2001—2021 4F Web of Science #% 0 13 £ H1 1Y
social science citation index(SSCI) #1: 23 Bb 2% 51 SCE 51 5 FEHE AT AT WAL 4347 , B2 17 A FL 8 A% 2ok 72 R0 F 52 3
1], 58 FLT T B, 20 BT 28 B 22 R IR [ 0 AT 24 1 (1 B [ 5 0 e 5 R =2 Ak, O I R R F 5
DAY B 7 3 Aol e 680 3 S8 A, 5 Sy [ P 4 66, B S 8 4 sk F 5 T O B RS

Z BRI S HERIE
(—) @it
SCHRE VR 27 P38 53 B2 — Pl T L S B SC RO S 07 B 27 07 0k, RE T 0 S W 9 51
BRI B0 H oK R 1) o g 4 T 5 % € R 95 5 I DR 5 BAR 1 % R Bk 46 L 4% SCHE T V OSviewer i

Y %5 B #8:2022-07-20

EEWMB: 2SS HARFRERAD S LEN XA L ERKXFT R Ze9MHES 5 IA”(2019JS]G205)

EEBMN AT, L, ThXFAFREE AR AT, FFRT 60 ke F R R F 2, GRREL) BT, d
XKERNFERELARAE LT @ A LFR SLFE,

66



R A - (0 AR B [ B T 58 R R R SR S i

CiteSpace %5 SCHR 7] A0 AL 2R A 4790 28 4347 -

AR SCHE A 3R OGS 1) I 43 A 1% 32 R Sk B )RR A b O e BT 9T STk SR T OG B R IR IR SR 2 T ik
PRSI TE OB IR) I I 43 , AR SO 43 A JHE v ) 32 2 00 4 DG B aa] |, O 300 BT DG B 1) TS i 19 ) 24 4R TR AT 9
Mo RSB A BRI I3 R, AR SCHR T (8 B Bt 80 T R IR A A Ol i A 5 SCRRBIE 5T, B A5 45 TR 25 H
(RSP SR o AT i e

T3 B AR SO g v BEAE 2 A 5 | SCHRBE AT 2 AR IE R A AT, I 068 AR G AR R SRR 5 F 5 L a5 £ 47
FERAT, 3 — 2D PR ¢ (5 ) 37 Bt 5 1) s O 58 R AR ML D0 g o 2 A 3 2 T JE R G 2 R Pl ) ik T A 2
AR SCIRGEA 27 AR Bl I A3 9 6 (5 R 37 S AT 5 e J 7 1), I A e i 5 Sk i &, 7k 58 AR O SRR e G e
RFE R m R Sy 2 AR R

BE 5, A 3Caz FH O P 3R R 2 00 B 37 St A0 e A 1 A 0 R AR LA, O HE R R i s 4RI E T AL
e, WV Ty F R R, A SO AT [ P9 S (5 B St ST 52 BUAR , I 45 5 7 3C I B & 4 1) 7 5 4% STkt
FERUCR 32 1 T ] ¢ (0 Q8 S8 B E X VRTINS R B, DU S A IR 55 T A (6 QB S AL A I S
S B ) E S (IR PR T

(=) a5k iR

AR SCHY SCHR S K I Web of Science £ 0 & 45 H Y SSCI | SCAR 51 BUHE A, 59 Bk Al 28 57 28 RS 12k 4
SR SCHR o 2 (5 BB DL S B 28 B v o iR mT AR 2 KT H AR, W PR O A 2SR BRI BB Rl R A 4
(Bemauer Fll Kammerer, 2006) . [A It 4 3C L) “Green innovation performance”“Ecological innovation performance”
“Environmental innovation performance” “Sustainable innovation performance" N E O iE 3 AT R R Lk B
“Economics” “Management" “Business” “Business finance”“Operations research management science” 2 25 4 NN
[6] X 1] 2 2001—2021 4F , SCHRE Y BE % Article” , #2445 1] 2818 i HE AR SCHK o

(=)L it

A SO AE 2001—2021 4 SSCI 5| SCAR 51 B 2 W) 18 3T, 2 il AR AR IR R 4R IRT A 8T 1 Frzs o AR 1 v
AL, S BT S SSCI & SCi (Bl g | i B RS 52 B 4E B THE . HETE I 2 U Al AR e 3 1 S o Bl
2020 4F-F1 2021 4F 3801 5 ¢ 10 G138 St O 50 14 B i 301, Kok 23] v 3K 473 R 47205 o IR I KA I A\ Al 3
718 SCEE B O, 2018—20211 A4 5 A5 4 1 B I bR , 2021 4F £ €0 81 8 S R4CRIE 58 B 5 1 990 T 15 3K 24464 1K
31X 2 W1 U 00 v 7K T [ B F 58 SCHRRBCRE 850 22, B 58 ISR B o 25 o TR X 4 (8, B158 B3 34 SSCT STk #E A7
I3 HT L BEWE 2 Gt 4R % R [ B v K I SE BUIR , DL DR ok O e e 1k 2 2% 1 ) 3 T % (0 61 37 S 580 401 B 1Y
WEFEHE T o

500 473 472 7 30000
450 |
R —— HsliE 24464 1 25000
400
350 |
195681 20000
300 |
~ <
& S
€50 f 1 15000 =
& £
;200 X
~ B
. 1 10000 &
150 116
93
100
44 67 1 5000
50 12 g 23 g 28 27 30
g2~ 128 337 440 603 93
0 oA 1 2 .0 0 0 .0 .0 B B 0
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Ay
B 1 2001—2021 % % & &) #7 47 2 SSCI L #k & & 43t B
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(—)ARB IS

1. XBIRLH S

R IR UL R R BRI S T A A 2 A O T B € BT B R, S ) AR 3 R T
MR AL ELAl . BT CiteSpace 81, 2001—2021 4F &% (4 A1) 37 St 48 3= 8 ¢ B 1) 2 90 25 7 40 1 2 i s, PR G et )
BZ AT 5B, AR SOR G B R] 3 LA AR B R, SR RN DG BRI SR B LG . fl RTRT L, B Y A
AL 5 Al B B R B EUR G B9 A b R (strategy) L 3 55 45 B (supply chain management) | 7= i 81 B
(product innovation) . $ 7K €| #7 (technological innovation) . Al i & ¥ (knowledge management) | T 3% F [
(market orientation ) 55 , J& {3 4 b B WS A1 Jmy S 42 7 A e 0, o 9 40 Ml 3R BOHT 19 B R B8R, AT 3R 15 51 4k KF
75 L # (competitive advantage) o b4, A O 55 8 00 Al 5 R85 9 AT 5 2% & J# (sustainable development) ,
7 2185 45 B (environmental management) 535 # il (environmental regulation ) &5 , B1 35 FIL il AH ¢ #4032 /LA
FEm A g R A R AR L] (Ren et al,2018) .

PT 2 v b B Y G B AR 3R T R S B R IR WE IR R 2 B OGO A A R B T I 4R AL T
PRAR A, 38 58 43 B S g nl e B, T LIS LR S50, 5 — SR AR SR ST 5E £ R Z i K R
% F 5 A AR IR BT | PN AR SRR DG T A M A AT A £ i i B AH G I (BB ) A TR R R R T4
BB SR SR PTAE . B T O BB G AR S PR B 9T 2 VD AH OC A DG A, T A HE PR B ORI 1 AR
FUHI AT PSS . 5 = S R BT8O TE A Mk R I BB 0 AN (B, I BB AR (I RE ) LBl SRR
DA IVE - CRES LI N s s R T T SO 111 1A N B A S ROl P TET Y R s ke 8% S ST
[0 B 2Z B, China” (D) 78 [ B &% (81 5 SO s il b, i 3B0IR Ry 59, 78 53 e 30 1 3 ] IR < & 0 2 2801
0, DL R A sk RS A B b i b [ BT

environmental performance

supply chain management

logy envir tal 9
organization

) . . competitiveness
environmen R competitive advantage policy adoption

design framework system product innovation proney

dynamic capability =~ determinant technological innovation
. pability  impact technology implementation
knowledge management performanceg firm

green sustainability
strategy
information market innovation perspective environmental regulation

entrepreneurship ~ knowledge N productivity
X X management o x -
market orientation ante green

environmental uncertainty business growth
absorptive capacity resource based view integration

orientation  research and development exploration
fin ial performance governance

corporate social responsibility

firm performance

product d

A2 2001—2021 4 % & 4 37 4 2 SSCLAF 52 % 479 % 2L A 3%

2. RBHREDW

SR ) 2R 28 i 2 3 o AR A R P B A v AL 8 S B ) SR AR VA A Sy — 2R e A T I B T AT
HE— 2550k 2 40, ) 3 Gt AR 40U F AR EE R BEAT F ST o AR S VOSviewer 8P, 9E — 25 #R 5 4 (0 Q1 5 S 45 90
SRIAT Rk 2% 5 OF T A A o R BCRIBUR T 15 59 RO BT, R DR UE BN A A%, AR SCE e Al B o RO B
I 51 B = 1 419 (41“ Green innovation performance” Sustainable innovation” 5§ ) , YR X e g in] ¥E 475 I8, W
4 I “gsem” 5 “green supply chain management” %% [i] X i) , 5 - “ competitiveness” 5 “advantage” ¢ 3 1] , A I
“strategy” Al “strategies" % $ . AKX TE.'—] FE 5E 2k 25 1 N 4% O B e) 2 [a] Y AE oG 1k , 1 oK HK 5 FE 7 1
(association strength ) #fi XE T #4) il 2% (4 B1) 387 47 4L SSCIHWFFT AR PN 25, 158 3 TR 25 v M Ak 5 W 8 3 s
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TreulE s aHy

reverselogistics
institutional pressures

supply chain management
strategy

sustalnablhtyescu:"_; e—t_)asec view erarormeil cynem sy

competitiveiadvantage
Qrganizatio nal innovatior

sustairiahlogedeiapmen dynamic capabilities
market grientation
technology 1 et AT
i entrepreneurial orientatien
virg| ool ity
en |ro.rj_m;1w__ il policy quality management
absorptive-capacity  creativity
. competition
{energy effigiency
L 2 % B service ianovation
i collaberation soca innovaton
inuewneni.pmduwlty
knowledge
H value creation
open innovation
) resear(hAan*veIopment
patents 5

emerging economies
s0cial Networks

B3 2001—2021 4 4 & &) #7 47 2 SSCIAF £ 38 % B #%

R 1 M “management” (B BE ) 33X — H0 7 278 BG4l 45 B 5 2 6 A1) BT B Ak " R 25, “management”
S R T A5 R R R R o A A R A ol A5 S 4 B K R B R B AR A IR R S A U BB R B OG
£ 35 “technology” (B 4% ) . “quality” (Fi & ) . “competition (& G+ ) "FE MW EH L ZE W EREZ O S T, 660
Bl 3 AP I AT RO A B e A . Al A B 4 (0 BB S ARG 4 N AR IR A L SR AR I VK P IS AR
3% 1) ) 3 55 (Noor et al, 2019) 5 4 Ml 25 €048 FL PR 85 45 B — T 52 4% 1) A8 BL9E% ), S (OB 465 24 1 4 €0 A
T, 38 A 5 HAB TR T 0 B 5 6 AF  JF 7 27 i gt 3 R B AR 5 Al HAl B AR (Zhang 1 Ma, 2021 ;
Novitasari fll Agustia;2021;Tra et al,2022)

WAK2 R strategy"( A% . “competitive advantage”(ﬁ%ﬁ[ﬁﬁ‘) L “dynamic capabilities"( ARE S )&y
S AR B RS BE 1 5 st 01T S AL 7 B 2S, A195 “environmental dynamism” (3355 8175 M) | “human-resource
management”(}\j]%f%%fﬂ) . “organizational innovation” (ZHZ A H) .« organizational learning”(éﬂéﬂ’i’g P
TR T [ RS AE 7 (Ma et al,2021) 3 5 1% 75 20 4125 5 2 61 35 RE /0038, e [ B 20348 Bl 2 5
(Shahzad et al,2020) , fi& #5645 N 77 55 545 76 4 19 3 5 48 BELRE ) A Wi 42 T (Zhang et al, 2018; Zhang F1 Zhu,
2019; Wang et al,2019; Huang et al,2020) .

H 2 30 “sustainability” (FF224% ) | “resource-based view” (% I FL Rl BE 18 ) 45 Hp 17 5 TB ARG “ Al 8 TR 5 4%
O BB B A0 25, £1.45 “supply chain management"(@éﬂ%ﬁ%fi) .“sustainable development” ( ] $4L & Ji& P
A M TR A B S BT U 2 xk 2H 2 e 7 AR R TS e (4 H DA, 2019) , B TR B 2 T 9 AN W A A v T A
JE 45 T THT 0 2% 68, BRI 22 (A 0T R L JBEAR A R a5 A OGS N T B k6 A Sk i e g (Gt WS RN AT 230
2022) , A Ml SRR ARAT AR IR 09 S 5T 5% U T S B [ B 0% AT RS A R i R AT 4R N 4 45 B A Oy 1 A A0k 4
Tho g EAQUH B A PR AR R A XU T AR R DA R DR AR BT U R A 43 A 4 ol B R AE 2% 6 BT
S5 R A0 3 G F 5T, O R SRR (B A5 IR T 1) (Zhang et al,2018; Andersn, 2021 ; Singh et al, 2020; Wang et al,
2020)

2 44 “research-and-development” (W 57 5 FF & ) 5 55 B B 08 “ TF & i sh 5 R A0 B 8 30" B I8, W 6
“productivity” (4= 7= J1) “patents” (L F]) . “investment” ($ 5% ) & . LT QB Gix, % & e A &
WF 2 BT RE 1, & T 57 it Bt , A R B OR S R AL, DT AR AT AT R 2 & SR 1 e L . IZ R RIS
TP K AU 3] RS M O 5E A Sk 4 A 1 1 (Basheer il Bilai, 2021) 4% il 2 A 2UF X E R % X
1y 2% 2] B2 T A B R Kk e iE y , DR IR BLAS AR LI | 51 0T 3 5 R 15 22 A6 L3 (Xu et al, 20205
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Fan il Teo, 2022 ; Chen fil Ma, 2021 ; Zhang fl Li, 2020) .

WA 5 “knowledge” (H13R) . “market orientation” (i 3 5 1] ) . “entrepreneurial orientation” (B &m) .
“absorptive-capacity” (W UL it 77 ) % 15 U BB “ S VE M 45 5 S @ 0] 35 5307 R 2L, %2 B B0 8 “value
creation” (Y fH A& ) . “open innovation” (FF A1 H7 ) . “ collaboration” (G4 ) &5 o 4l 7F 48 F 2% (5 6 87 B 3%
R RE AR b, BEAE BB AT S AT S 0] B m A R B ShAS BRI BAE BR ), i 5 AR Al A A 55 AH OC
H L ORI R T ,2020) Z M 9 S VE R 46 0 %R 2R AT ST 1 500 K sh A5 68 ) Be AT 08 Be , ik
525 I 45 AH O G SE AN A AR I 4, T A S0 T HR Ui SO B RE AT SCRY B F B 5 gl A B A 14 4%
T3, 3 Bl A oMl 42 P LA L 3G S A Al A BT AR Bk 9 R BE M (Liao 1 Tsai, 2019) , DT 38 A6 81 37 5% 5 U
B AL BB R HE(Qu et al,2022; Xue et al,2019; Li Fll Cai, 2019; Hong et al,2019) . [H e, sl & 1F W 4%
Xof 63 €0, BT 54 1) 5 W 2 AR ABLAR 4 A I 5T T 1]

(Z)FAREEEESNTEL R

. BHROEEEDR

o H O BE VR A R E 2 R W 58 B 1 5 ) ) A1 2001—2021 4 % &, ) 37 4 2 SSCI Lk
ORI N e [ N A NN i
RO 88 5 ot % Sk 9 % AT 40, T A s BAR A 1L
N, A s Ve ot B J R SR 2 S B 4 R
2z 4 1| 32 3% % 2% A i [ 24 7S IR
o O SR G S SRS D — T e R
KUK EAEFE NP L2z R E . A SCEFEA O Qi et al(2013) 0.11 14l 5 R 5 25 € B 3
FEHE & BRI 4 REAVE A M B T B0 S IR IR R Chen(2008) 0.11 2 R g ) 5 s BB Bk
Stefan 1 Paul (2008) 0.10 3 K 1 Bl 5 4 6 00 B SRR

AT B A DG SR AR B, WLER 1.

o B i I AVE B & Adams et al(2016) Al i1 55 T LAH [ 5 0 Hr /N b F 5 % G 9 I A 2R B
a7 A E SR SR BRI BTG e LS R IEAR G, SCTEEER Y, R HE AT S e AT 1 Al ok =
A AR BN TR T S LS R m SRR AR o A A L SEUE ST AR S Sk A B A
TH 9 B RN AR ATk 9 SR BB A T2kt T A0 i AE 2 ARG AT A R B A /2 . Adams et al
(2016) BT I BRI 5 G A0 357 A O 22 R BB 55 i SC Y SR 2 4% BB W 45 5 4 60 Q1) B0 330 A 6T Iz o

Wl BEHEAE SE AR & Qi et al(2013) , 3CEE DL — A Hp [ il i 4k 22 49 o W S8 JE AR R T A 25 AH K
T A M %t A HT B SE . BIF ST R I, Sk 0B B T 28 U BUE A R T 3K Sl [ AR 2 A OC X 4]
BB B ELAT S MR o T 9 3 R SR T2 AT AR o 7 T A AT S R R, B X ek e T B
A7 2 52, (H W A5 R At DX 25 A 5 35 X0 R Fh & 8 BB Y T B 35 52 . Qi et al(2013) B o8 1) * i 780 i R
AH 2 AR P 5 R 2 1A lb W TR 5 (0 R Bl AR R D

Tl BE S = /2 Chen(2008) , T R 4i b 5 22 5047 22 S AL SRS , A= = S Ak 2 oo fb ™ il IF B & g ok ™
R CEA , N AR 15 2 B BRI DA . SCE R A AL 38 T 2% (A B1UF S aUIT 75 19 B 5 52 R K & 2 77, Chen
(2008 ) I Bl “ B & BE 1 7 AH OG22 AR BB 5 B 25 3% Wi & 4 2 5 4t (6 B 3B B R4 AR X

HpC 2R DU (A & S Stefan T Paul(2008) , 3C3 3t F b [E G 18 2 w3847 20 87, 35 A olk o] DL 2 LR =
d 2ok R A AT I ARG 4R (6 BT AR A s P H (RIS SCER R AT R B, 00 A BB BT AE B3 N ] 4 (0 5 B
Y5 TR AS T 2 0 72 5 A0 5 AR B A A%, 3 AT g ek R Oy S €0 A A T 2 8 B 4 £ 7 R R ek R B T SR SR
PRIt Al BB 55 30 A 2% €0 BT I, JF 1 B A QSR (L ARG BB T, e A AR A SE L. Stefan Fil Paul(2008)
JITTE B H W BB T A DG 2 R BB 5 BRI 2% R BB T 5 k(8 B B SRR R

2. BTk AT

1o B 5 SCHR A S BIF 5T 4 L TA AT R A R I SOk E R N A M X R i E B S M H . M 2001—2021
A g ] B S AL SSCT SCHR 25 B8 A 5l 8 51 Bk 11 9042 Wk, T2 8k 51 7.48 Wk o A SCaE o #:AE
CiteSpace #1415 21 8 51 99 U 48 85 19 225 SCik, 3% 2.

Berrone 7£ 2013 4 & 32 1) SCH#K (Berrone et al, 2013) 8% 51 & 5w , 23T 8% 51 104 K SCF HE T 5 PR AL Al 0L,
PL3EE 326 85k A 15 QAT Mk iy b i 28wl A5 6F G2, 88t T — Fofoi ack & 1) ke A e 2 60 Q18T 2K T 18T 7 kL A
Y[R A R BT AT O 1 T 22 S O P S B v, 5 9] 45 R 25 A DG 3 X Al AT R B i SR BEAE L ORI
T3 g B 5 AT BRARSE ma) BR AT A ol 38 SR SR 0 B B T T 0 T AR S A A BE R G B . Triguero et al(2013)
B SC R B 5 Uk R 63, SCEE AR i /4l S WF 58 % 42, 48 H 32 T £l 4 £ B0 5 B A0 T 2 S AT B AR 1
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%2 2001—2021 5 4% & 4] # 25 2 SSCI 4L 5] L #k oL

195 9 | SR 44 B TR fE# RS NSRS

. - I .
Necessity as the mother of ‘green’ inventions:

Institutional pressures and environmental 104 Berrone et al A RUTHAERIAUTRT MFTR, RIS
p (2013) 8 3B S At €0 BT 1 I 4 2 5 R IR IR O

innovations

Environmental innovation and R&D cooperation :

R AW FE A R T B2 A2 5 R OF R =

Empirical evidence fl'r;ir:::)arlish manufacturing 91 Marchi(2012) & BEH B R H AR A R B AR AL BT 5T G 6
Determinants of eco-innovations by type of p e \e ]
environmental impact - The role of regulatory push/ 91 Horbach et al A JE A BE BATA EPHE SR THSHRERE
P o (2012) A 97 0 98 5 1R 3¢
pull, technology push and market pull
The Porter Hypothesis at 20: Can environmental Ambec et al NP e Y82 U0 AT S5 UE A 56 200 7™ A OF I 4 SR 11 vl g
. . . - 69 W fe 1
regulation enhance innovation and competitiveness? (2013) Ji
On the drivers of eco-innovations: Empirical 64 Kesidou #l Demirel | & G0 35 GRS | 75 5K PR 3252 M) i b 4 € Q8 DR SR ™A% 1) B 358 4L
evidence from the UK (2012) fet il 2 5 e 2t €0 40 3 K T B8 B ORE 17 X R )
Drivers of different types of eco-innovation in 63 Triguero et al A PT35S 850 T S AT B TR Y M o
European SMEs (2013) . BE 107 AR AR 0 SRR

R, Ty AR A UG BB WOEUR) . Horbach et al(2012) B SCER B 5 1 ECH 91, A A8 AT 25 % P F 2 4
AT AR SR S BT IR B R R 0 R R T A B TR Sk A B S AL A A SE AT . 3X R SCHERAER
R RS AR OGS R B 43 ) G T Al B R PR AR L S RS PR R

Ambec et al(2013) SCHRBE 5 [ ATIK S 69, 3C & 1B 1 i 5 A U8 1) 2 A SCHR AR DG e, K 90 PP AL 1 I e A
VLA AT O SEUE TR o VRN Ry, I R AR 1502 i ™ A 1 P 58 R o) 2 i ORI i 180 9% A A ao R 4 4 A T TR Y
AR, T BAR ML AT % BB . A2 B2 T, 5 T X8 I8 AR B 100 40 A7 5 UE A 35 200 7™ A 8 I 45 SR 1 AT g et [
S, Al 7l BCFR B A AE A5 A ER 3 R A BTS2 e IR 1 A e ak B 5T A 8GR sE A T
Marchi(2012) SCHRBE 51 OB 91 W, SC L7 BIE 2 i 36 Al i I 58 X0 4, 5 i A i e & VR SR 5 Al 2 £
BIHT I 5 2R, 458 R R 5T 0 A R T 1) BE A28 55 A58, O N HOR R g8 7 F - R 28 B A7 1Y A2 AR AIF 5 4 2]
B o IX T R SR DG T WF A B8 I 7 AH DG A R B 3R A Al 1 B R KB BB T, HE Bl Al € BT L DT S I
Jot 5 KR

Kesidou Fll Demirel (2012) SCHK#E 51 R Bk 64, b g e 5 8 T 75 2K R 28 52 i) £l 2 €6 ) e 3, L i B
15 R B T AR GE AN O 2 2URE T 45 Al 5 €5 R R Y DI B, T ke AR ™K 10 PR BT L a2 B ) 4% 6, )
o SCHE I AUA PR BT BUR A BUHE 20 5 — e i 2 5 4 00 Q8 5 /0 19 24 B NS 2 5 RR 15 3l L LR s 2R
PR T AR A 77 AR 5 55—, S R B € I 1 4 ) g — 20 4 T S € BB BB 0, AT A €5 B R R
Wi RS R AL R 4 o AT SCHR 2R A8 50 4 D0 357 R S B8 ) AR G 2% R B S5l A Il 3 42 T
R SRR AT T8 A, IF 1SR A B 1 s fE

e TP BE A s Bl S | SCHR R BT AH OCAE 2 R F 5 SR 7 % € 218 S 80 sl 1) A8 1 BTk, 3 o %o s
O BE AR5 R B 5 | SCHR T T 1A 1 2% R L [ A7 43 BT, 2% 38 T AE 2% B 18 ST A0S A 58 2 h e 5
G Pl A7 e RY P LR BIF A BE T 7 B BE T A AR OGS R B, 43 ) S TR L B 4 A SRS B AR I 2 5 2k a4
BB Al BEUR 5 Sk B B SR I T B S AR AR S AT BN B T S SR R SR A — — X R, X
SR LR A 0 43 B 48 SR R, 25 AT T DG T AL R B L R A R T TE P B Al B IR 4 Al R Y B A A
AT 4 TH A b 2 £ 8187 8 3

(Z)VHARERERLSH

1. XERFEHBER

2001—2021 4 [a] 2 (o A 8T G SR 2 D 1 & R BR800, s 4 iR o BSR4 B B oG EE IR DR IF T
R AR BT AT BT 22 53¢, (B 45 5 O S IR 7 20 4F 8] 1 18 L A7 8 % U)K &R 5 4% K, 73 J8 B9 |+ R B DG B )
i S technological innovation” (H AR B H) . “supply chain management” (At Ry e 3 ) dynamic
capabilities” ( Sh& 8 1) . “environmental dynamism” ( W5 B &) | “innovation performance” ( B 35 G5
“environmental innovation” ( ¥ 5% 61387 ) . “circular economy” ( TE & 55 ) . “environmental assessment” ( Ff 55 PF
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Analysis of International Research Hotspots and Evolution Trends of Green Innovation

Performance

Zhu Jinwei, Wei Yanyu
(Business College, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: Green innovation performance reflects the innovative achievements of the coordinated development of enterprises,
environment and resources. In recent years, green innovation performance has attracted the attention of more and more domestic and
overseas scholars. Using the bibliometric method, diagram analysis and strategic diagram analysis on the academic papers were utlized
with the theme of “green innovation performance” in social sciences citation index. The research hotspots and development trend of
green innovation performance were also analyzed in international academic circles, in order to provide reference for domestic green
innovation performance research. Currently the number of international research on green innovation performance shows a steady
upward trend, study on the relationship between enterprise resources, strategic capabilities, research and development activities,
cooperative networks and green innovation performance has become a hot topic. Research with high potential in the future mainly
includes the topics of network, information technology, environmental uncertainty, entrepreneurial orientation, knowledge
management and so on.

Keywords: green innovation performance; bibliometrics; cluster analysis; science mapping
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