EHMEEL2, MRS IR PERE
MR A

(1.2 PIURFEEZR , RIUARZARKITEMSHREHO , ™M, 510275)

BE: ETHXER, BXHZEHMNEIMREFIMARKRE , AGEMFEX —HXHFHRE ,
EREHSENTZLFHERERT , FOFHED 2N RRXFMAARXCHT , 5| ARRKA I/ A
KO L EX —ERERAIMRANER, NMELEERREFMEL2, ZHANCIHRAEFE=FNXR,
ZRET  FE-REEEHMRL20THP , THEENRRI VT RALEZNRHEATR ; THFE
ERMBA2NTY  THEENRRAXUFRALEENEHREDN ; MeEHERLTHNE , T4
R R IRR A QIR E TR,

xEF  ERMERLE RSN RRAGE ; FAKXGIH

B9 3S: F830 XEERIRTE:A

EEM 20 2R, BXMHHER, X EE KIS0 R R SR T 23R8 FEr
Kike SRATTIZMEL, — A EN T — A 12y SR TR a st A G 5838, 1748
XFEERFERISREE, SR, 7E 2008 FEAEBREREURR S, PLOESES MR T A4
PR RN FFSEE I BHRRE, TEL “ S DY E " AR IO 5 4 Tk R R
TE%, BANEGFREIW, K5I T 500 T8 % i 2 BRI BT % .

HER “ERIE” B— R, REN T — MR E S PR ESHE—R
FHRERE CH, EITHE, ANBRTHRIZ BEE N T I 5 . A2 E T2 SE 1k
R, AEREE A E A A U R SR B E R 89, X R R E R, TE
T ETEARRER, RME HRREAN, MEAIRNEIEHEZR S SR A8 1E A S
fE, ARG Z WIS AE IR ROR K BOR BE K -

ARF TR — A HR AR, SRR — RS R, R S BB b A
WAL, BEMSETH™ b B S &E RINE, A RERTHML I E PR 7 584 F1 . X T
HECRYE, BT EREHLIIR T, E L7 shE S R Oy 3 (0 A R 2R JR AR R B b i
H AT IEEARR FoRIBIR LA R AR (WK Do QUSRS i 7748258
FAMEELI TR, ZERGEHILTHE, J5Z N 5 i .
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Bl 1 FRE R&D £ 9% M\ 2001-2010 4F FHEKAB O
B RIR: e NRSEAEBEEBORES (RIS ) 55 21 31 (E58 512 D).

H T B KA s R R BB AN i, ASCBL A A & 3 T AP v 5, I
2009-2010 4 A JieTiidg BT A R ONFEAS, B FUE i PR EE 22 L 2B WA A QFT BB Z R I OR R
SOREIR: MMAEERIMEEEL2 T, T RRE QSR kA (el &
HIMERER R, Mg SRR A HH R PR S, IR, PREBIHT
A SCEHT 5 0E LA, BURT BT R ™ B A7 — PO R A ] 1R 42 (Y T 3 45 4
R R B EA EHEE T, JF Bt £ AT L Jo e i P B 22N S 0

A L ETRAE T H 56, ACSINERIVERE 2 RS, DHFRARERIVERES TS, H
HERR BIFHR R ES IR, EhE RS EFHEE SR, BnX AR R nE G
(K15 LU, ASSCANE LLGTH % 2R BAE B TEE L, TR BT R A R R B i
AR BEL, SINCIHHR B FER — S, SESIRA BRI ML, MIRRAEH
BB A SCEH 5 5E L F BT SR Sh AT VPO, BETURE IR 42, ZEWTRS BT BT
MBI o fRJe, AR SCRIRT U2 R T Aol 2= T {7 M 2= v (0 K, ik Fe 4t SRt A Al )
BB BT s e 7 R AR B

52T SR B, A SO E i R EE 22 . ZBIWT AT G BB 10 O% R EIR AT, BE NI
A TSR B A SRR T8, BEAh, ASCURBUEE P A B A 2 32 st i — 4
%3, WA RNELG E Oy B T2 5 SR SRR AR U, T ARLRET X i3 5K
X R TR — ISR .

—.  HiRotrE5RERn

(=) FEMENAE

March (1991) , Benner (2002) K7 AR R X EIH (Exploratory Innovation)
AFFH 0B Hr (Exploitative Innovation) . #RZRNEIH & — M AAIRAEHE, BIHERE R,
W, K, WERIRMRRE KN, — BT, SRS S IIr R, &R
RIS B B T A T, AR T KA o Al A e o IR S E5H & LAk B
AHUNIKEE, SRIAXTERIN . 3205k A moudt, MHETIRENXGH, FIHH 2




— PP A, RSN, TR, BNEEMATD, @ E R AR 5]k E
F4, R ARG RCE B R AR 3R

B PERE 2R 4R T ARIE R UE A A E, CREUTEUE IR, 43 HAb Al gk AN ]
ReME R IR /AN —Fh A SLEGE, B T BUF T B0 —F . Bl & 5 2 3R\ 8 = o L
U 5 7 2 T R ZE W T 3 1 — AN sk NBE 22 . TS0, TR R HEE f& i LRTH)
I a5, HRIATN— MR VFIrE T TR ERE T, AT
BB, ARIEAT I B Re 2, EBUR SRR EE R A R, T — 28 AT, BU
BEATORAE TS, EA LB , TR 2B, SR e AT rp, i R
258, EALFLER (X/NE, 2003; RAREMERE, 2009; T REMKME, 2010; B
MR B, 2011); fEXEEATIL A, RE EHARFEARIRD, HRZHM T Z9U8 0%,
RN (RS, 2008) o ASCU IR ELAT AL TSR il PERE &2 TR, I P 3y (1 i PR RE 22
7Sk T AT 2B WA E A Al B s R o o — AT AT AR T A i B &2 T, B
CEEAR R RE MR ATIE, T — AR E R A2 T, adEET k. 87— %47k
A FCASIL T T IR AT, BRI, R MR ER Sk (A
RERERE, fEEMMEATI A, Wi R S8 IR 2 A AEE LRI R, TE5E —RAT
o, EHITERE SRS, W BB RHE; ERE R, AEEE IR S, A
e AR AT DK 5E B U 7 BT A e N B 22 3 T T R ZE T

AR 2524 i) SCP (structure-conduct-performance) FEiGiA A, Wim4itbhE T
AN EAT R, AR FEAT A LSBT M T80 2 7. fErCEAL b, JE 2
F R EAE ) 1ISCP(institution-structure-conduct-performance) 75 2. (T R HEM A& E 4, 2009; T
REMIK, 20100 , UCNATECZERIRE 7. Pobgify, ke 7 BURF AL % AT
N, R T AN, PR DA R IR RIS, R IR 22 E e B R R bR . FEE b,
PEEE 22 A1 KT 2 [ (1) 5200 AN B ) 456 1), B9 PR L2 B0 I, R — e Re iy R ZB T, M
AFEAEERINERE L2, 1737t ] DU B H AR T SO8 28 Wr: 53— J7 1, 2B W Sod skt 2> 52
EHEEERAAEE S, . 1970 FEUART, 3% A mEE T8 H 1 22 Wy, FEERRBURSS
JREZE, TARRCRIRS S, WERA . BR. BRRE &AL, XHNESEHTE AN
FVFE TBURFICHRT], ZROCE. 7 90 4R, 2 EMPBmEFRE f a2, AT Tk
o AN FE S, M2 7 e m RS B, B, A0, EhliaEs R
WIS B — FRRRAE, 25 17 373X R B AN DL T I b il BEAR A", RN T B s Bt i AsE =X

IR 22 4> S (structure) C (conduct) P (performance)

K2 EHIEEER . TIAAH S BT S AL AL

() AEEERItRE2., ZBHS50HBEIERE

XTSI MBPH R AT A, HRE A, BB RF(Schumpeter, 1942)38 i X 61 3 i)
BRI GEEE T, TN FERLE R, S/, Kk A LA, ZEWr & xt
BEFTA RS EA . RETEAF (Schumpeter) EA e PRI TR T [l A b2 2 6 6 37 A5 s
TR ERGH, SR IE A A 1k, BE TS ALy 4 B3 — & . L+, Doukas I Switzer(1992),




Blundell(1999), Das(2000), Greenhalgh 1 Rogers(2006)4% [{Ifff 7t &5 FL 3 A S 77 RE Al KRB
INAZEWT S0 R (198 R IE AR . I — L i R B, T4 S50 HRE 2
] — BN —In fHE, s i Ev s A AR T HEORAHE, BRI L AfFAEE —F 3 u
BEREORR, HRFATWRAR, wRgH I AR 45 R (Scherer, 1965; Kamien FlI
Schwartz, 1982; Levin, 1985; Aghion etal., 1997; Madden 1 Savage, 1999. ). It4k, i
A PE S5 18, Boone(2001) A Rk Ak A A T I 5 v B2 AR FE R R I 5418
AT A R IEAR ORI, R AR R AT AN E . Timothy(2005)i@ i B 72, 5 Hi 1
W A5 5 Boone 34—,

BRpR. RBSF (2011) Wk, LMESR T T4 MRG0 0 R 7 & 245 B 02 2 B A7
TR 1 PR BE 22 51 B2 (1) T 39 S5 W A T A1, B BE AR AR A 8 T AT 22 Al AN R il it H i Tl
Yo ML EAEERIERE 2 SIS, ZBWoe Gl A HIE .

A4 B T T T S a5 MR R R a5 s 78 b . Auh, Mengue  (2006)
TR, T ai i SRR G B3 IEAHSE, 17 Jansen  (2006) IS5 IR EN IEEFAH Lo X
FIX—TJERER, ATV REARERA 27 7EM W, A TS i SCTiR i g 4h
F 5 0 4% 5 Ok R L — A, R 1 B 220X — [ 35 5 3 1 T 3 45 M4 A o A [+) 1 346 i
i

TR ERE 22 T 2 W 8 T i dn 2B, fEAEARAT BUvE B g N BE 22 o E N BE R R 20
R B AN A SR B S MR IR, 3 N BE 2 AR LA R 2 Ak
X PR NE TR 3, BARRIIE: BB, 4ot A It 4 DL K= 22
5 (Bain,1956) . 2 JNEF )R Stigler(1968) I\ . HE N\ BE 22 7] DU fif 94T S\ B —
P AV 1T AE A A M 06 AR AH B — M A 1) AR T A . BRLE, KK R E
FUBLLE 00 77 22 S MO M e N BE 22, ER G R REAHT AR, LI (%) ZB I E N B 42 B 2
B E % (Demsetz 1982) . XKW, fETNTIHZENH, AbAabT—Fh sz g it 2B W hr,
S ANV A AN, HX R 1% T T AN B2 o AR Ak B ) L it 2R
W, AR B S B R IRE T ARk e i3 (Wernerfelt, 1984) o Al AHZEERAGRF4E
e sy, M ER T HAEMEN . Fsr). MR E LB AR = R R . TR R
BN HTHE TG BN AT RIE B SR BRI 2 FR S PR, — B e IR BT R T
EATE R BRI BT, Rl KA T 4 ) DURY B O ZE WA

Ak, REAQF BN — T E, SR, @R RES), AR ER BT S .
T3A 2B N A B B S, G % AT R R B & N IR HATIRE G, I
FECHERH . R AU

T, AR A — MR

kl: DAEEEHIMEEER2 Y, TR ZE QR E B A (R ER .

(=) FEBNERIMEL2., ZHEHBFLERF

R E TR 2R MR 0L T, AL A LxHER . B ERA R NREFEL
R RATARER R, Z LA ) U SR ) B A SR A5 B ™ AT AR . SRR A AFE s A
S B ARGRIAAETE, W55 3R b SR K B8 BB 45 A IR A AN R o PR, Q2R
JRFZE, B PRSI AUE R E s (045 B, TP AR E R A s =, 28
NIHL2 3 AT K.

oA | MERE 22 T 1 2B I T AT BB, AR AL AL T Rh S ORI I B WAL, Al




AEWRE, B4R TR TSRS . EA ML AS B R R BOG i, R
M, FEAFERZIT TS S g WAL, A Tsh =k B T 258 4 1 M i,
SEtB B = B BB IO AR IR R A B BB AR, TR S5 % I 7 2, AT 5E
[ FIEFE XN, A, WRRAA AR 5. AT, EA R LT A
ABEAEHEMV KIS (R(ETCMIR AR, 2005) .

S I ITTH E3HT, FATTA

R 2. AAERURE HIVERE 2 T, TSR R SQBIHHH R A s .

() RE—REFENERIEEES, Bl S50HERER

E— AR EM A R MERE 22 R, I PERE 25055, A2 DMEI Y AT BUZE W, T2 R —
FhZEWT S 5 PIRAS o XA OL T 2B W 5 ANEE B HI PR BE 22 N I ZEWTAHAL, b #4d T —Fh
S I ZE WAL . ERERRE, —REEERMEE2 T, AR NEA A, XL
A MR AFELE R IR B 22 )2 AT ACRE 0] R, AH [F] I e AT T T s 2 1 1 117 32 B 5 4, X M1
) 117 377 A& B AR [ A A MV ARER A ) — Fh A R AR B L betan,  dn SREA 3 Ak )
SN BE", e RBU S I TR, £ T, —FafE
NG PP s, FR&HEGHKERE. Fik, BTHSREs0I&EE, Lt
B2 G R AR, FAFAMAN R SR &, AT IR B AT IES) .

ik 3a: fAE—MRAEREERIMEREL2 T, Tias MR R LR % Btk £#4 (L idk
EM .

— MR I VERE 22 N T 5 O E PR EE 2 N T I X I AE T

— N A, BT BT R A A S A5 AR 4% BT B B A A 35 1) 1 (Guellec
FVan Pottelsberghe ,2003). LLAERF LR B, FTIR =B LR 37 B8 A RicHh o 715 3% Fh A HE A
PESIE P BDH 5 A R, @ BT R AL, R G 8 5 E 3h 19347 (Maskus,
2000; Gaisford etal., 2001) . 7EHE, BB AR RRS B AR 5638, a0 d icft
AR A5 RIAEAE AT 5 1 A Mg AT GF # B s S U H R IR R A B &30, TE B S
OHERPUE O o — BARBEERITERE L AFEAE, — @R ERRS T AME N, A R
il T RUHT R MG, PR T IEAL AL IR ZE, MR T TE N Ao G T U R IR R
A TS B

IR BRGNS SRR R A 2 R B — e R T gk R
(Arrow, 1962) o FFXFax— i, K53 (1) B SRR A 1 UM AN R 48 it >R g A7 2 A
ST M BIIRE, M SAEEE I MERE 2 ATV . fFE— AR FE R 1t B 22 14Tk, 2
A AT SR AT A A BRI A Ak B ML B TS S TR 5 45 o\ s SRR AR il
B BOR 4L (Faccio, 2006; Adhikari etal., 2006; Claessens etal., 2007) . iXSSF5R
P ELER & T B B M BUR AN, X TR 7 0 R R 2 SO 4% 2 A AR I B
3

TG, AR A &G — M :

ik 3b: fAfE—MALEEE I ERE 22 BT H, I IR R O H % R B (2 ik
1V FH f5cf

=, BRI




(=) BRI AL

AL LA 2009-2010 AEHAMRFE Y IRUESR2C 5 B LTI A B T3 BT A JUONBEFEREAS o %
(I 55 55k BT WIND Eis e, FRATEEL WIND s 1% o 3% 22 it & 2 A AR R X B
IR B E, A NS R R B T A A E R P TR RO B PR
FRBIHEEF R, AT TSR . AT RIE T CCER ¥ P .

B BE 22 T — AN B R e bR, DRI, SR EEREG AT LEE R
i IR 2 PR (XI/NZ, 2003; RAREM TR, 2009; T REMKM, 2010; BRk
TP, 2011) o ARSCEEUEA 4N 56 T35 0 B E R 8 i MR 22 AR &, X
FEARBEAT 34 AWINDZLHE 2 412009-2010 %5 4 AT 1) LT A FUOAFEA, ARIEIEIE 21923
MTA K E R MW E G L F I E, BRI TR 8 kB 2 2y K48 k5, 4
E A 255 5 A T Bk 2180% M H LA B, ATV NZIT WS T EE 6T, HEA
25 A T UK T60%IM K T-80%HT, BATA N ZAT V& T — A2 B i il A7l 5
MEE LU A R TIS0 AL T 855 T60%N, AT NIZITILATH TS F. Bk
RKFR:

R EHIVEEE 22 54T LR o)

— R AT

e AT L T HIEAT AL

KAl i 530tk PO NI 14

SN SN G SV VA 75 LV | 4 2 A g5k

Ziliskn. etk 2 il - LT

g -&E. EEE HEARMEET 5 HlE N -gi4. REe. KB
F RN g -Bdh . PR

HlE Bk, e AGR

il 3 b — At ) 3

WG —Frh . A BB BB G -EAR. B

lbeal A VS ZT N 7/ T

B AR R FE AR AR RIS R TE L TR, RIEIE MR 24726, dlE AR B 3 — 24Tk, H
KRB —FAT WA EAR). &EEEHTRIAMEEA 1110 5K, 2009 4 428 %, 2010 4
682 % .

(Z) BARITMRRE X
N T R I TERE 22 L 2RI BET S B IE R I, AT TR (D ()
(3), HAEME XK 2

P=p, + B, RANKL+ 8,RANK2 + B,RIHHI + 8, R2HHI +
PsHHI+ B, LnSIZE+ 5,GROWS+ S, DBR+ ,CASH + ¢ (1)




LnPRI= 3, + 8,RANKL+ 8,RANK2+ 8,RIHHI + 8, R2HHI +
B.HHI+ B, LnSIZE+ 2,GROWS+ 3,DBR+ 3,CASH+¢, (2)

LnPDI= 3, + B,RANKL+ 8,RANK2 + B,RIHHI + 8, R2HHI +
BHHI + B, LnSIZE+ 8,GROWS+ 3, DBR+ 3,CASH + ¢, (2)

ARSI R ALV H B B A AT 5 58 B DR IR R A A i 5t L =
ANTT TR PG BT B TR B0 o U K& STIRIE T A Ak RIS (8 /s 2 2 ol (9 B8 £
Po —MOATy, A BEAGE Kt 20 A BUHE S SRR, 5550 b BH BT A
TERT. I TANERRR BT 25, Al N I BB 20 BB I B 7 AR i o Al AV Sk 1 A
M Ak A d A, DI, ARSCR EATIE Dy il A B AE AR AR e DA

R 2 RSB AR & R H g X
BERT A B2 73 F i B
LnPRI BRI IR BRRBIFIEN S EK E R
e Re A B LnPDI FIH B % FIH AT B BB E 2R3
P BT ok Ln (PRI/PDD)
AR IR FE R, Thailf, P N K KA ENV IR
HHI NiE7E L i i iRl P *
NGB RN E, 5
RN ATEHETS T, RANKLI=0; &2, NI
RANK1 — M P RE 42
H RANK1=1
s U R ANV AT ) M BE 22N RANK2=1; X2,
R RANK2  Wegntiline e R

B RANK2=0

— IR 2 . T RIHHISRANKLI*HHI — S5 ) 1 B 22 R 1 3 4
RIHHI

Hh B FEMAEX IR, HHRAZ B AT T AR 3
FoHHI PR HIVERE R Tl R2ZHHI=RANK2*HHI B 35 ) 1 B 2 AN T 7 55
Hh g FEMAEX I, AHRAR S AT T AR 3
LnSIZE b R AV ARAT B 1 SR B
(Al 224 B A 23 TR+ >4 A [ 8 P 4T TH + 2
TCIE 08 7= B+ 22 A S o % T (1 e e — >
A CASH A b I 4 o
P AXBCIR R RS FLE BT SO IBG) 14F
W B
DBR B A i AR 7 B
GROWS Al A Al S B R

M. SEiESER




(—) RSt

AL BB RR R 25 AL TR 3 AR o M ) M B 22 50 55K S AFE AR N =
NFREAR, B TREARHIREARE SN )9: 346, 595, 169. HbATC/ET il 1k B £ A0 — FRCFE P A5
PEEERZ I, FATLLRIN, LnPRI A1 LnPDI 336K X Bt —FROFE R A fhl i B 22 R0 o 5 1) 1k
BEZ:, LnPDI BRI K, LnPRIZZWABM, LUERAIGM, Fik, PEMAE TR, XAE
M EFFEBATPMERY . AN TREARMTISHEREEA SA R, XR\BRATETZRFEM S A
HIF 78 T 37 45 M RN B T B R 00 Bl IR 96 R A BRI o — RRERE BE 10 1) 1k B &2 R T s B b AR T
HE, W T RO Z AR08, 5500w MERE 2 - AR BwE m I iin e E, MM,
i BT B L Ath N B 2 — T DA 22 T o 0 R T 1) B 2 R A H ) Al A B S vy
THARPILL, — M i1tk B 22 20 P35 (E K TR hiI R 22 40, RUIBEA i MEEE 2
s, ARSI, AR ETIASE . RATETTLURIL, MICHE HilERE 2 31 5
IR A, VTP TR, X AT B8 T MR A2 i AT AL AR B
ZHONEA R, BRSBTS RER. Hhah, MNTEE ) B 2 31 8 i B 22 4
A A T B

*® 3 REARENRR SR

variable N min p25 mean p75 max sd
P 346 -9.039 -0.849 0.859 2.542 10.31 2.557
LnPRI 346 9.650 15.57 16.37 17.50 20.22 1.603
TERl LnPDI 346 6.952 13.96 15.52 17.30 22.43 2.352
B 22 HHI 346 0.0238 0.0339 0.0648 0.0732 0.355 0.0631
LnSIZE 346 18.92 20.70 21.26 21.77 24.46 0.898
DBR 346 2.981 28.77 42.33 53.75 169.6 2131
GROWS 346 -37.90 4.088 20.37 24.04 355.7 39.11
CASH 346 -1.722 0.0750 0.135 0.240 0.780 0.231
p 595 -6.580 -0.847 1.111 3.143 9.801 2.769
LnPRI 595 7.090 15.82 16.74 17.82 21.96 1.754
R LnPDI 595 8.202 13.73 15.63 17.53 22.42 2.583
REAEE HHI 595 0.0211 0.0226 0.0526 0.0352 0.179 0.0512
i B 22 LnSIZE 595 18.99 20.57 21.45 22.08 26.25 1.144
DBR 595 2.519 31.80 47.33 63.45 141.1 20.78
GROWS 595 -69.31 4.891 27.25 31.12 760.9 55.68
CASH 595 -3.323 0.0803 0.121 0.216 0.809 0.258
p 169 -8.402 -2.731 -0.646 1.280 8.263 2.876
LnPRI 169 1151 15.44 16.59 17.90 21.56 1.923
B LnPDI 169 9.210 15.72 17.24 19.18 23.17 2.618
HIPEEE  HHI 169 0.0329 0.0329 0.0951 0.0797 0.358 0.119
% LnSIZE 169 19.73 21.19 22.45 23.42 26.03 1.459
DBR 169 1.233 42.78 53.64 67.96 93.46 19.63

GROWS 169 -26.91 4.893 20.15 23.87 355.5 35.05




CASH 169 -0.830 0.0702 0.124 0.191 0.718 0.155

P 1110 -9.039 -1.137 0.765 2.672 10.31 2.787
LnPRI 1110 7.090 15.68 16.60 17.71 21.96 1.742
Total LnPDI 1110 6.952 14.08 15.84 17.71 23.17 2.586
HHI 1110 0.0211 0.0244 0.0629 0.0665 0.358 0.0708
LnSIZE 1110 18.92 20.71 21.54 22.18 26.25 1.195
DBR 1110 1.233 31.47 46.73 62.07 169.6 21.08
GROWS 1110 -69.31 4.701 24.02 27.88 760.9 48.32
CASH 1110 -3.323 0.0764 0.126 0.219 0.809 0.237

XTEE 09 4E-10 SE IR ABFHT B R (R 4) , FMAXCIHRFT L= —HKLL
HATLUAIL, M 09-10 4F, SRR GG AA I R S B XA g in, ER A
QIR E 2, Bk, WFIERE, “ERHERA TR, XWRY P EEL & E
AV BA 5 TR R A QR TE s 2 W K = AL

R A BUB BT FR I R AL 3

Variables N min p25 mean p75 max sd

2009 P 428 -8.402 -0.851 1.090 2.982 9.801 2.822
LnPRI 428 7.090 15.62 16.49 17.66 2111 1.797

LnPDI 428 8.387 13.52 15.40 17.30 22.46 2.612

2010 P 682 -9.039 -1.288 0.561 2.450 10.31 2.747
LnPRI 682 9.650 15.71 16.67 17.80 21.96 1.704

LnPDI 682 6.952 14.44 16.11 17.87 23.17 2.533

Total P 1110 -9.039 -1.137 0.765 2.672 10.31 2.787
LnPRI 1110 7.090 15.68 16.60 17.71 21.96 1.742

LnPDI 1110 6.952 14.08 15.84 17.71 23.17 2.586

(=) ZIBIALERGH
ASCAER Statall.0 HEAT EURHT . 26 [EIASE R AT R PR

*5 EHIEEER, TSI

Variables P LnPRI LnPDI
Coef. Coef. Coef.

c 7.731%** 2.275** -5.456***
(4.65) (2.36) (-3.90)
RANK1 0.512%** 0.324%** -0.188
(2.83) (3.09) (-1.23)

RANK2 -1.436*** -0.758*** 0.678***
(-5.84) (-5.33) (3.27)

R1HHI 10.147%** 3.990%* -6.156**
(3.28) (2.23) (-2.36)

R2HHI -14.521*** -5.088*** 9.433***

(-5.35) (-3.24) (4.12)




HHI 6.783*** 2.061*** -4.722%**

(4.99) (2.62) (-4.12)
LnSIZE -0.317%%* 0.656%** 0.974%*
(-3.82) (13.64) (13.90)

CASH 0.987** 1.544%%% 0.557
(2.37) (6.39) (1.58)

DER -0.009* -0.007** 0.00200
(-1.73) (-2.31) (0.47)
GROWS -0.00300 0.003%** 0.006%**
(-1.54) (3.16) (3.99)

year yes yes yes

N 1110 1110 1110
F 15.26 35.99 41.88
Adj-R® 0.114 0.240 0.269

e * ARFEL0% AR LR, * AAURIES % MKF ERZE, »ARIAELI%HIKF LR,

R 5o, BIASGHREAE T RAINB, —BEHIMER L TR ai, R T IRENA
AT R AP, IR R A8 I (e B IR S RBT B BORHM R U 5 B s Bl
GRITHIAE 1% S%IIREE BB AP HITERE 2 NI, i a i R R A
PO PE M ROt R, (R IR IR R R T — AU PR EE 22 N BT, (6.783<C
10.147), MBI, ATE B T T EG X R ZR AT A e 1k AR R =3 i 4
TR APEm B R TR 22 BT 0L T, TSR R BT B 2 (e, R A
A7 WA, AR FIALEES — AR B IV B 42 T SE e S, ORI RS IR R SN B T 5L ik
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Policy toward barriers, Market structure
and Innovation investment options

(Qingquan Tang* , Ping Li®)
(1.2.Sun Yat-sen University Business School,Guangzhou,510275,China)

Abstract: Based on two hot issues of the emerged markets and innovation investment activities, this
paper selects China, which has a socialist market economy system, as a representative of the emerged
markets. In this paper, the innovation activities are divided into exploratory innovation and exploitative
innovation, thus we use the the proportion of exploratory innovation to exploitative innovation as an
indicator to measure innovation investment choice. At the enterprise level, we study the relationships of
policy towards barriers, the monopoly and innovative investment options. The results show: For
industries which have a general degree of policy toward barriers, monopoly promotes the exploratory
innovation/ exploitative innovation strongest; For industries which have no policy toward barriers,
monopoly also has a positive effect on choosing exploratory innovation; For industries which have a high
degree of policy toward barriers, monopoly has a negative effect on choosing exploratory innovation.
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