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FEPR AR B B AR 5 R, R L SR EF T R 252 4 7 AE H BRI T 7 Se e IR
5 LU AL e ) S, DL | A8 Y 3 BERRAE () 23 w] A1)k 4% 9% (Corporate Venture Capital,
CVC) RE % 17 B8 Al 2H 2 553 A 7R T80 B Il G5, 1ok Aol W7 %) B 25 | 42 2% 58 4 PR3 119 SR ik
AR M I 28 4 B 1 (Treland %%, 20035 BRIEFA R 5K £ FI, 2005) o 22 7 BB (CVC) A48 AE 4R
B0 KA (BICVCEEZ &) 18 47 € 40l (Venture Enterprises, VE) #E47 1) /D BURAL 3% 9% (Allen
FlHevert, 2007 ), 7E45 9 47 A Aolk 9 i FE o, CVOHE 56 33 Hodl oRFT 24 3 R 1wk B bR i) 523
J& (Chesbrough, 2002) . CVCAE Ay A Al 3k BN R A IE Y B AL M E a) ) EFE TR K
23w AT B i) BT A, BE AL S8Rk A5 B R B A0 S5 s i — i H 1, SCRF E R
%R 1) SO A7 8 B Al PR R BB RS B BOR | BE N i 3 i R g B bR, A
X TFAEGE AN, CVCIE W] LU A ) T 45 95 Ak Aol () B8 B B AR | 1 37 55 BAMAE %
I8 (RIS, 2017) o AR, 22wl BN 2 8 h A 3780\ 55 1) KAl g 2 8 5 8057
Sz Ji B s 55 T 047 /1 R& DAY HE % J5 3K (Gabafll Bhattacharya, 2012) , CVCHEE 2 ) X 47) 1 £
Ml PR AT 1 2 B H 04 A 8 i X A R B AR 7 AR BRSNS ZH 2 B e B R, i CVCRE
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28 BJAE SR B B IR USC AR 1) [R50 35 2 (g Bk I 3 ) 1 945 9% Aol i B R AE B I g
AW RSB — B L5 18, BT P S ST 0 CV OB X B 0 35 Aol 6 7 8t 88 77 A 22
AL S e 1) Ji DA B G SEE B 50 340 bl AR ik

A1k B F XAk 9 B T2 ok RN CVCHEEL w0 REFEAE H ARAZ G AT M H R, 74
il T Y e B R O SR, BEAY R IB CVCIN % 4 5 BOR SZHe, .0 H B ATHT RHR B 58 4 1
CVCEEA R PR 8, X 77 & 0 B 23 52 1 ) B 4k X CVCH 9% 38 i 8 5 8 B (& IR 7
38,2012), KL EAIAI A0k 5 CVCEELS B Z 18l B 112 B 3h 5 5% 2J sk (Maula%, 2009) , FiF i 5%
i 47 1) £ oMl 9 452 AR BT B R0 PR, 6T CVCEEZN W) 5 43 9% il 22 1818 47l 35 4 98 B 58 35 4
AT 5 e B A5 9 Al 8 AR B — AMEL AR I R ) B, 1T CVCEE LS =) A4 6 Aol 3 14 B
Y 4 SCFF LU AN BEE R 55, O BEA T W B BRANE S AL AL TR, DL B CVCHEEZ W) 5 45 9 Al
TR SR RS I L HL B 22 S HLL, 5 B CVCRELS w3 M 3 0% il i N5 B o 48 N8 CVCEE Y
w) 5 AT 0 B A olk 2 8] B A A5 B A 45 9% A A g 1) At 5¢ R 28 A (Wadhwafli Kotha,
2006) , MR IR PR E E SR SO, IF X FhE.3) 58 R B82S0 FIR I 3 A 5k
BN W OF Wi A SCES, 2016) ; Wal IEECVCEEA B A T B B F 25 & R A AR 2 5 vk
P TE Aol () 2278 8 L, WA Wl A W Al A B2 R AT BOR BT TG 3 (AR AR AR 22, 2008) 5 JX Fi
H A2 )L RE 6% hnss Aol Bl ) A& V8, AR BCE Z B3 PER (Lanefl Lubatkin, 1998), {ié # 4%
Y ALTT B R IR 2T, 9 Gl A ol i A XURS: , IR i BT SR X A, BE A W) FE AR T Al
PR 5 N 58 B X5 CV CHR 8 AU 1 TR FE 55 | HR G i F2 B 8 2 s, H L AE U5 17 Mk 38 4 i
JEE 5 95 4% 9 Ak B A H - 1) H ke 207V AR 75 B 3E— RN ST .

FET e, AR SCNZS mANE AR 9 00 B 45 9% A0 AR, T b B 5R F CVCEEL w5 9% 98 A
b T ) A7 Ml 5 G i 5 8 45 W% Mk BT HEN 55 77 L0 IR S ), 43 BT 28 W) HE AR % Al 3
o WS B2 A T T ) A N 5 N 4 B Al B S i VR R BL I o A SEUERE 5T
iH 2 H f 1) 45 43 DT S 7 55 Heckman P By B 43 017, A8 380 i e 17 R S 438 27 JI 1) P A 2 i)
PR T SRUES, SR W] RE B O ARSI EETTHRAE T B 5%, MRk % il Q3 N 5 €18 7= th
AYE R R T CVCBEL W) 5 g5 9F Al Ta) i 47 oMl 35 S 5t B 06T 9 5 9% Aol Q1B 82 24 1 52 ), &
v e o B PR T AR M A R&DEE N, {H X H % 5= H A e SR 3 A SR R S K,
V5 CVCEEA R AEBEA TE Al 4 N 3R B S I\ SE 4ot B 5 BT S0 /E - R R vk, B4k
CVCEEL H) i 38 5 7E B 45 98 ol v () 5 N B2, BEAS TR 20 (5 B KT, Wa7B L 29 k4%
PEANAT Ay, AR HBE T B MW R N3 &5 55 =, 2 BUAE 3% 4 0in B8 ) 9 7 s 1) 0 o
FHH, SR EE ) A VR R B T — 5 (< BN, AR ST A B T 5 g3 08 b A7l 5% 4
PR BRI CVCEE LS W) B A 0T BEF= AR AR5 | 57 BUSE ML 2% 32 SCAT A, T 72 A 0 e 43 0 Aol 8197 55
T2 I 3R, 3 808 N R A S5 4 0t B 5 00 th 2 18] i U R AL ) S0 L < R A4 N, I
o5 TR R TR
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R I XURS: B R, ST CVCER 28 W) 57 BRI 59 Aioll 0 3 L B30 1) G o XU B, T 721
SR FREVIE BT, Bl Ak A i i L B SR BRI A% 2 600 B 6 42 03 §3% 2l 1) o XU B (IR 70 28
5, 20065 XFAFI T, 2008) , HAME Al 5 5 F3 82 B2 2 Al Ak A CVCEEZS m)H] RE 7 A2
B BT S M 2 0 9 R K, BB B0 T E P 2 il 0l ol 55 0 g BRAR A, AR i il £l 1)
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%35 (Bachmann#l Schindele, 2006) . AlvarezFll Barney (2001 ) 3 13 [n) 25 Wk 57 % BILA 80%1 Bk Al
AT A VR4S | B BRI i, SR & AR AT R B 2 7, e Ah, CVCI) 324 56 R
0] B8 52 W) ) 4% UYL I 4k 2 B RR SR 52 OB 7 ) A4 o) 5 RNR S . Maula
%5 (2009) 38 3 6915 35 F AR A Ak 3547 0] 5 A, & BLCVCRUTT I 38 G Pk S R A4 %
W7 WAL 2 BBl 3w k4% 9 Aol gk A7 b7 TR AR B, 2 i R A L 2% )l 2% I 2 R 8K . Park Al
Steensma (2012) B 53 W UE S, CVCH A B F 75 B4Rk B AR P2 8940 A ik . 52 4+ CVCEE
28 E) ] REAR ARG 51 UL 2 AT, S CVCER W 56 R AR, IR Ak Ak 25 4
H & A AR /b 2 A 35 1 B9 CVCEE 4 7] %7 B (DushnitskyF1 Shaver, 2009) ; H % 35 4
CVCEEZS ) B BB 77 78 18 8 XU i FEDE 4% 9% Aol 1 B 4 N B0 B3 & )R b S8 G
CVCHR ¥ 1 3 35 25 1R FE AL LU K 43¢ B L 91 (MasulisFll Nahata, 2009) , i 23 ) 59 B 48 15 2 R 43 Bk
LB S5 76— R LU Al X FR BB ZS BE, DLW R&DIR N 1) 3245 07 B (B MR 38 E
2014) , X Ak £ T 5k i gt £ 520 Bl Al A CVCEE 2 w) 4b 35 BURTR 3647 ) 3 ) i o 25 b
Bk, CVCHEEZY T 5 Al Al 1Y 58 4 58 R AL S 30t Gl Aol 1) %% 32 B, s me) BL4% I3 5 1]
M2 BHLA 9 5 2 1) 3k 47 LU A 3 0 38 ok B0 B0 2008 A o R L 3, A g 35 9% Al 32 v F B i B T
T B B AN AT & QS B R, AR SO CVCEEA W) 5 9 45 9% Al - 8] Y 55 4 5i8 B )
Pl 4% % Aol 1 R BT S B A kIR A B th A s Bk e,

BRI H: CVCHR 7 W7 1) 56 49t B 55 il 450 % Al 1) G T 88 2 RIAE A U SR R R

(=) CVCHEL 3] 5 Ak A Ak 28] 69 35 F 3% 5 3t HF 2 8] BN B 00 778

B F CVCEELS 7] 5 a3 9% Ak i R 55 th & sSAS ], o T % B RIS 5 kA, CVCEEA A 5
Pl AR Al 2 8] ) 3 2 500 3 0 320 ) 45 N B A S 0 0 BE FEAE W TR, HAR G

G, FT CVCEELS AR A o AR VE IR SERE BRI, W8 IRAE Al 8] A 43 A1 e 7 AE 25 SR 10, 3X
SO R U AN BEAE Al 2 1) SEBL TG AR B AR ], S Al v R 2R S G B A AR 7R (Barney,
1991) ; ¥ J5 BL AL IS AR RE T KA AT AT CVCIR 3, RIS S0 7 3R B 75 0 7 e 9% I, A5
PrE s, SEBL VR IR A e R E AL, DR T B B0 S8 e 3 R Al 2 26 R HOREE B Y, 40
375 0502 P SR S RS L R B AR Sl 35 SR AR Bk B S AL ) (25 EZ AR, 2001), FREXELAE L 4578
FBl 7 B A 7 A R, BLIE N Al AT T B4 B 87 4538k (Schildt, 2005) , i #F 31 14 3 3 (BensonFll
Ziedonis, 2010) %5 . K Ik, CV O3 F Bl I Sk A KAl AN ER AN B & Hp 3547 75 25 10 7 =407 5K
(Fulghierf Sevilir, 2009) , 7 H. K2y &) W] DL i 4% 9% 14 77 20 B 12 IRl Ak AR iR | 45
157 He A 3 8 5 (Wadhwafll Basu, 2013) . DushnitskyFlLenox (2005) 38 Hi CVCIF 3 Ay il 35 9% 3 412
HET I AR Al 2 ) SRR SR 5 BOR 1) =0y 3, AR 4R 0 A i R ER A A R AR v i TR
S VG E S, Rt R 0 2 ) o L, CVCEE R B T CVCTE
BN G %, BAE (R HE B B0 QBT ST B N 5F (2010) 38 i % 3R ] 1T 20 ®) 345 CV O 9 T
B SEUE S ATT & B, b R 2 ) AT CVCH BT i 3l 1) 4 8 DL IR BEAH 56 N D2 5 g4 0 Al
278 R, BT LA S I P 3R T 28 RIS i b Tl R 20 ) 5 k4% % Aol i 4l A 56 1w AR K
01PN 3 v 4 W SRR KeilZE (2008) BB ST 23 , CVCIE Bhvt ML 3% 9% 25 00 B3 8 A B3 1)
PEFVE A, I HAEF AT N A 038 EAH G, T AE A AH S ATl v ok S 38 7 AH 6 Rk, FRATTIA
M FEGPECVCEELA R T B Bikig B bR, A SR S 5 85 0 ik i) 278 8 M 5 8 & 15 3

HK, T VOB A A o 3 78 XURS BRI A R, 58 R PE CVCEEZ | A 57 B 4% 9% s
MG BB AR B BIAIL . CVCEEL vl 3l Ik 25 7 B35 9% Al 7% 4 3, i X e 5 9% Al i) 2278 %
HAT — 8 I Y @ AR AL, 8 45 1l 45 9% il B B 1 28278 e SROBLIKL —F 1011 32 21 1 55 (Thornhill
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FlAmit, 2001) o HEA 24 CVCEEL /14Tl | 77 T 3% 15 W 3% 0% Al 77 A 36 4 56 R B, B3 9% £
25 FEARCVCEELY W) b 4l B B 3 55 23 3 467 9 BN #7 I L 451] (Masulis i Nahata, 2009) . Maula
%5 (2009) WL N Ky, P48 08 Ak AE il i 5 CVCEREL w) i+ & B h b 4524 20, LIRECEE 48 w) B4 F i
PEAZ O R A R, 23O R RR B CVCEE 2 7 57 Bum 47 B F AR 47 . LB #r &8, cve
BEOS ) 50 Ak 2 ) B A7 Ml 58 e P S B8 v e B Ak i B S R, S 3z a2
HAl; P, 3% Al vl fE SR 4832 Sk CVCREA g b N AR A Al &2 & I3

ST LIS bT, RSO R T B  H2a B2 H 25 i 5 H2b,

fi B H2a: CVCHR W W7 1) 5 it B 5 4 N i S 2 M FR7E IEAH G R &R

B P H2b: CVCIEHE AT 1 35 S o B 15 365 N 9 B 2 I FEZE U G E R

(Z) CVCHE A 8] 5ARFEF A b 2 0] 8 BN 3R B 2SR A e R 4] 97 4k 00 %o

h T BEARCVCEL W8 X7 B9 A5 EASKT B, A2 25 20 2 MR R i 5 2 3R B, CVCEEZ &) Al 4
MR T 4 % JE 3 26 Al Aol 1) YR B A E AT RS, AN S Nl R S WS E SR, RS
URGEAS N BURIB AR N 5122 5 00k Aol B 52 AR A 3 i B, 52 00 B 0 0 B A 9% 77 S R, BRI
&) I A5 BN R BR, 805 5 A5 380 1) 75 225 LT IR 0 0 4 BE L BER N D8 AR AR 56 Tl S
P, BT LU A R 4 7 A B L A R B U Al B9 AT A5 X AR T A ol 0 A % 0 B AR M
B, R GE A B | AR N BIHLRE 0% MLl 1 AR 400X g A5 % Aol AT 5 Bl 0 R E e A R
Al B B AR BT STR WhER I T (2014) SEIIE % B, A1BEAILA 0 F5 B L 51 A o 4 2 =R 407 L £51)
T, B Al 0 BT S e . MaulaZs (2009) W1k, CVCHERR 5 5 i B9 Al 2 18] 1)
Fh 4 BBl S HEBE R DU B0 SRR RS 5 R B, T4 % U5 Y BRIV 00 45 Sl e W7 ik A7 A
2 H A RTIR 5 0E . CVCI R #5508 Al 2 m) i A M R B vy, Al 45 9% 25 B 9 8 10 %
L EE A9 5, 5 5 A 1 Ak 2 20 R Pt gl vy i AU A S LA RR B, IR Il sE T
A NCVCEELS w4 BT 2145 0 A0 R s +h & B3 78 B A M 55 50 TR 3R B LA B2 EA L 5]
SRR RBUN 5 R i R AR B VR DR, v R 3 N B B RS R S R Ak 5 3
TR R B IV 4 3R, 0T DU S CVCEELS B 5 g v Al 2 ) i 414 B3l 7 ECVCEEL
AR Al BB AR SRR, (R 3 Alk B QT BT . L5 LU _E S0, AR SCHR BT B BEH3 .

B H3: CVCEEZS B A6 N 5 5 845 9 Al i) B B8 2 B FFAE IE A R R R o

(v9) CVCH 2 5] 09 BN IR AL R Tr 35 5% B 5 AR 4 e A #7 Sy 2 1) 69 4F A

XoF FCVCHER T Al i 5, ZEAH IS w45 98 3 Ak 2% 20 R, ASE L 7% 2 F7 A% (Wadhwa
FlKotha, 2006 ) , i 75 B2 4 N7 AH B 10 38 3t EL 222 I AL, B dnsi ik BC R | PR S F o s IR H &R
D7, RGEET B BEAR N 5L SR A S0 I B A A kS B AR T 00 5 5K T AX Al 4 28 a) A B
T BE R N O R AT LR B G 00 3 U, O BRI R | G 2 R R R R IR A A R R SR
R4 (Dhanaraj%, 2004) , MG 32 Al S0 R A0 1% . (B SR CVCEE LS 7] 5 4% 9% Alb 2 18] 77 7
TR R, WAk A 2Kk F M B B LA RHR g TE S CVCREL W 57 B #E 47 B T fr
#* (Maula®, 2009) , Q1> CVCEE LY w) & 48 35 5 25 Jin 67 ) USRI 4 e L 451, RIBEAIRCVCEEZL W)
Xof A5 % Al 9 3 N SR, T A N B8R B S [ 5% M e 45 9 Aol () BB S Rk T UL, CVCEE
2 ) 55 A R Al 2 ) R 57 G i JEE Sl 45 % Al A B R S LA TV TR, S R 1)
) 3 N i L S A 1 D T 3 N 0 B ) S 1) 5 ) 0l 43 % Ol ) B B8 AR A4, T4
JEE X 2 N 5 T 0 4 F A VT R R 3 G 0l B 0 0k 45 0 oMl ) B ST i 4 FE A EE AL 2
— o BRI, ZR45 B A3 AT AR SO A A8 N 58 B AR 5 P ot B 5 4R 0 Al BT BRI 6 R ke B op
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SRV R I, A5 SO RS
(B2 B2 H4: CVCHRESE BT 35 4 3 30 CVORELS 7 6938 NSRS 1 T HERE V8 Al 1S

=, \FR&T

(—) AL 338

7% R BB ) n] AR AR 5 R, R T VORI B Ml AR AR, AR SR 43 2008-20164F [H) 7E H
ANARFN AL AR T BT B AL AR A AEAS SRR, BB R e, 3 B v ANl A SE i X DL
A, [ PN Ah B A ik A B T A FEAS R S SEUERE 0 % 4t (Chemmanur®s, 2014; 7
HAPTSE, 2017); H ., JRATIF ST A0 G 32 B /Nl 5 Bl Aol PR ke i 4% v /Nl A0 B Al
B b i 2w b AN IR R FE AR B AN ) B BT AR [ B R AT 14 2 R B A AR Al (s
B B AR ) A & B B bR, SO 3 B e TR SR AN P AR, DU SRR A A Al B
FEAS 1) 22 S50 o REAS IR BEAR A BT R | 2 5 CVCTE s WA gk A7 i ik . (1) -+ RIEAR
o B R A R R @A (2) H RIAR A i R w) S I n Qe . Je A1 & B3t
FH 167K L i 2x "] (EIPON A CVCILWE #H 2 i, SR G HE— P MR A AT ik . (D BIBRCVCEEL
) B AR A0 W 4 2 Al 1 3 BN 55 S Bl AR R B REAS s (2) S R AEE 5T A P R 1T BB
B O A AR A IR (3) i i IR AE b S B SR34E N ERA CVCS IR i 28 mlREAS e 2%
HAF 130K Bl A dM A UL B, ASCLIX 1305 A IPO Y 4E LU KL IPOJG Wi 4E, Bl & 4L 34E 1)
BAEAE R A E 47 S UE 53T o

(D) EZik#F

1. B f B4R & (Innovation)

XoF T AR A Fr 2% i W & B AT AT i A ) 48 F5R 18 oK 58 4 — 2. Dushnitsky I Lenox
(2005) 37 F 2> w) (1) % ) 51 SCIIAUE FIR & D& N KAl 5 CVCEEZY 1) 1 B g 5155, F1) H Tobin-QfEL
ey 528 W 25 A BT Kim% (2016) R H AL HIAS | & R R&DIZN i BL 4T . 8 51
IR e 2 A 0 A b o 22 55 R A 2 Al B 52 4+ )7 o ChemmanurZs (2014) 12 H % R Bk 1
= AIHTEE 1, WF5Y CVCHE RS 7 A Al i 1 1 7 1 an ey X0 1 TV C o R AR B 45 N 328 17
bR — B A R&D AW & N N, R BRI H BE4 7 5 0 S8 bRl % R 50
PR B BN, BT A EAT L AR & N B3N 22 S 8 K, i 2 88 0 A AR e 5 T 72 o e A
N B RH SR 4 AR BOE BE A K, IR B AT I 92 % 3% FH R&D3Z Y 5 & FIEAE b Al B R B # 524%
H) £l B FE AR o

RSCAEAS B A W B A L, 2R 2 B 1w R A 5 AR, RN R H I T
R &k 5 U Aok i B AR QT SR8 Horp, BOR BB AN Fa bR I R&DIR N R (R&D) , RI# 4%
P S AFE IR BN SEDIN B b (EFERUE T A, 2017) 5 FARQH = 3868 A g%
P M AR D) AR S R, BB SE B % R AT AP T & R i o i = 2 A (Patent)
(AR WA 3K, 2017) o T BLHE— 25 AW I S, B TR SCCV O 3R 9 Al (1) 4 2 35 BiCEsS ) Sk DA
TS AE IS T B S 34E, W) B RS R B 1T Al D\ B T R B R AR R A AE —
E B I P, RTRE T 248 A A B o B LA, Aolk X4 4F 3R AR 10 T R AR AR A v & L 14E
2 FILAEN BB ; BT, AR Ak 44 008 20 % R B E VR R G058 7 0
w=HIEbR,

2. i B AL 8 (Competition)

HISC AT 2248 th, CVCHE W AUTT B 7= i A7 Ml AH 56 P4 X 45 9% 56 R W07 1 B30 38 Uit . R
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TUREL ., %% 12 R # S A R K2, PR 7R SC & %8 Dushnitsky 1 Shaver (2009 ) >R H 4l
1) VEICF b AR % Sk 4l 5t CV CBEZY | 5 g 45 9% Al i A7 Ml AH S P 1 J ik, i (b 1 1 i 24 )
1Tk 5r 254851 (2017) )rp BT 28 ml ATk RS ) () — BCPERR B, TH R CVCEEL |) 5 445 0% Aol )
B e FE B GB/T4754-201 74 B R TR AT R 43 A1) 28 K2 28 (/NI 2 9%, AR SO 4
CVCEE T v W5 B =5 78 M 55 36 FBL K 1 %) o g T 5 b 28, s W A b Ao 1, Hopr Al 1) 2%
01K K. 0114 H 2 SR G AR 4l CVCEEZY W 55 1 45 W% 20 ) (%) DU A7 4t Bh 1 28 T 3 1) S i, 58
— AL Gy B A [) 5 S 5 B2 A7 0, BiE— 57 20 5% A [5] DU 3 S 588 B 540 0.25, i 5 20 i A [] 40,5, 4 1tk
B3 18

3. 4725 & (Involvement)

T3 47 A SCHE (2014, 2016) LLCVCER 2L 7] SRR AT #5450 Al B4 B AS EL 451 SRl 2 46 N
54 5 (HCVCEEZY m) R0 Al B9 8 NG AS 1L Tk, B gk w ki EFR & RS
FEAL, 259 A B 3 S R RE L, IREEROR VE A B2 SR Sl & s E
P RE 5, 5 o5 0% A2 BT Rl B3 2= S ALE] . e, A SO R A b ] | 35 35 2
JEAL W B STREAL  URIE AR i 2R A BN DG B 4 48 bR R 25 A 1 B CVCEE 2 w) 0 4% 9% Al 19
BNGRE  HARE R (D) FrRE L (Ownership) , CVCHELS B35 8% . 2% 89 B3 AL R B 4%
P ) BEALEL B 5 (2) 3 & B A7 b Il (Director) , CVCHEELS 7 45 B 22 1% 00 B AL 78 g 4%
A EF ST S EF AL (3) WS REAL (Supervisor) , CVCEELS w5 1% . M 1K)
BIFE LAY LE B 3 % L S S S P o NS RS A2 LB (4) R4 BN B E 9] (Mananger)
CVCEEA R ¥ . S M 00 B AL 1) 5 4% 95 Alk R 98 0 7 BN BB 3 b ls (5) 48 N BE RIS
R DY I AR A

4. i AR &

Do 5 45 9% Aol ) 2 AR G B B8 7 A g () R AR %2, b 1 Bk 2 R A A W] &b
DT 3800 B 5 9% Ml AR B SR 52, B2 v AR TR O i I B I ™ Y AR AR R N A R
FA) 52 M) 24 SR, AR SCHE 2375 HAA 2% A G 5T i 25 A b, SRR T LLUR R B 48 hRAE b i As =,
BIASE BRAE (Size) . 7= T4 & (Leverage) . B AN K 2R (Growth) | Mt FR$3r M4 (Distance) |
BB ¥ (Syndication) , F3 #hiB ¥l T 44y (Year) K47k (Industry ) [ & 2R o HHr, il BLRS
(Size) FE 945 0 Al 19 M AF4F K 7 e MU P2 BB SR X B P2 T 2R (Leverage) F8 #3298 il
MARAE SR 5 A 9 P R P AR BN B K 3 (Growth) 8 8 45 9% sl >4 4F 10 25 I i
NBEINES RAEEDIMON B8 HhAE . b 242 P (Distance) 38 X4 8 4% % )l 5 CVCEEL ) &8
[F]— 28 Gy B FE TN, 12 R 15 A L R0, BR G 45 9 (Syndication) T8 8 45 9% Al 4 81 -+ R JBAR
B CVCE T 2 AME T IR A HAb DI AL, A id R 1 5 i ko,

7% 2 1) B I & R e R R N 2 1P R

x1 TERE NESHERE

g AR AT ik A BRI
HAHEGB/T4754-201 79w 5K CVCRUIT %) 43 F FR 2R PO A7 AR

FAE | S| Comperition | B3 5 BRI RRINE HARITRO. i bR | BTS20 T
0.25, A 2EHE N

(A4 & LEFTER PN R&D MAERF RN 78N FI EE (%) CSMAR%#E

R Patent | ¢4 IR IS LB A AN UL B R e CSM%%%*M‘

CVCH AT B BRI B AR | (o

HRA A BN E Involvement | . EFEA L E] . WS FEAL L] m B E AN R B IR ’
Bl ARSI »
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HE1 TERE. WESHERE

TR | BRAK e WE kTR
P AR Al R AR Size LofEAR B (JT0) CSMARHE
W% | Leverage | EASBLMET YA AIL i CSMARH e
B | Growth | AAEERROSIIA S A SO SRR L CSMARKHE
Gt | Disanee | I RWSCVOR AR RIS, | o nngg

. R KR R IRCVCR S AR A |
e fiBt | Syndication | w6y iy, 45 o1 7500 AR

(=)= )2 AR 5 2 52 75 %
T RS T AR B H1-H4, AR SCH) e LT T A 500 [ VAR TR R 47 S IE 3047

Innovation =a + ayCompetition + a, S ize + asLeverage + a4Growth + asDistance

+ agS yndication + XY ear + ZIndustry + & M
Involvement =B + 81 Competition + 3,85 ize + 33 Leverage + 4,Growth + Bs Distance @)
+ S¢S yndication + XY ear + Zindustry + €
Innovation =yy +yiInvolvement + y,S ize + y3Leverage + y4Growth + ys Distance 3)
+veSyndication + XYear +ZIndustry + &
Innovation =8y + 61 Competition + 6, Involvement + 63Size + 64 Leverage + dsGrowth @)

+ d0¢Distance + 67Syndication + LY ear + ZIndustry +

bR BB RS, Innovationy ) 3 R B4 U Ak i 187 3 N (R&D) F A #7177 ) (Patent) .
Horpr, R&DIGHA T ML B & AN HEDIICN 1A 43 L 5 Patentd8 9452 5% Al & B B I | 52 H
BRI B AN T S 2 AR (1) AR BEAR L, A58 (2) Bk iR I H2a Rl i i H2b, 155
H9(3) B bR B H3; AR (4) i) 7 B NG BE 2 5, WF 90 3% 4 ot BEE R B % A b BOR A1 B 45t
RS, FEEE SRR (1) FIRAY (2) AR IESE SR, B uEfR X H4.

T A ROV B RGIR, 1R AN R 15 (2014) 25 T R A SO B R B8 I RR e AT S b A AR
B E 77 1%, BRIV PR B0 AH 5 A% 5 ] U9 R 0 12 2 1% ; BaronfllKenny (1986) %5 1 #4314
TR, B0 SR AR R R A Wl M S e B R i, A T AR B AR SR R, M e
THI AR 22 58 BT 0 55 ) AR 2 i, AT B A 25 U 5 Wi o A R 5 (H 204 AR R A B 0 B R AR B
FERUN 5530 3 v A AR 0 Ta) $E RN X 0 2 HLAF 5 AH B I, A58 DL BEHE R 18 (T A6 B Al 58
15, 2014) ; BE— 35 Hb, 24 vh oA G Bl A S AR AR R O0h Bl R A R B S e AN T, DA
JuddFllKenny (1981) B 5 5€ i 58 2 A i B2 o F 3 ) %€ 7 I AE AR SCER 43 v A 280N 0 ff 5 b AH 24
TR (1) ol B35, 8RS (2) ppLE 2, HARL (4) 82135 582 A RN IE ZR S 1A 2. 25
{H#5B1. 8158284 3, H.815P1x624F 5 AH I, ) Ay« JHEH 20 7 >

DAL [ TR0 00 B 43 A7 Y 9 T AP 0 AR L SR AT B Stata 1 4R BEAT SR T4 7

M. SEiES#r

(—) ML+ BARK 2 E AT

FEAR B 38 T 40 T A 5% 2R B0 P4 0 6 2 38 3R 7R o B SRR, 4578 B BN A o
P MRS, A8 & 2 ) A 6 RBLE [ —0.29, 0.39 ] Za)Asfk, 2 RA AR &2 A &R
HOR B R DL A 2 E 3L 2Rk i ) 1, PR OHe BT DAEA T Il U5 0 40T

O SCHEREAT TR 51 VA 2 H 3T B AR 24 2432847 T Hausmandksr 56, Prob>chi2{F 35715 W THIAR Zi04fE B WL R0REAR B4 £ T [ 7
BRI, BT R ERATT OUHR 5 T THI AR s BB LS R TR ey 45 58
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CVCTES i B 5 M5 % M B AR QN 5% 53
x2 TEMRMERITSHT
A ¥ Al bR 2= PN i e/ ME IR A
R&D 7.300 4.595 3.029 98.39 0.040 390
Patent 14.272 7.000 5.004 330.000 0.000 390
Competition 0.354 0.250 0.595 1.000 0.000 390
Involvement 6.706 4470 2.704 42700 0.110 390
Size 11.758 11.629 0.790 13.873 9.913 390
Leverage 0.234 0.198 0.395 0.846 0.011 390
Growth 0238 0.195 0.544 1.821 ~0.884 390
Distance 0.408 0.000 0.701 1.000 0.000 390
Syndication 0.554 1.000 0.706 1.000 0.000 390
R3 HEXRHER
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
R&D 1.00
Patent 0.09" 1.00
Competition | 0217 0.02 1.00
Involvement | 0357 | 0137 | 0197 1.00
Size -0.11" | 020 -0.01 0.09" 1.00
Leverage -0297 | —0.02 2001 | -011" | 039" 1.00
Growth ~0.04 ~0.03 -0.09" 0.02 0.13" 0.09" 1.00
Distance —0.09" | 014" | 023" 0.04 015" | 024" 0.10" 1.00
Syndication 0.05 0.12" 0.07 0.01 0.07 0.03 -0.01 -0.01 1.00

T4y BRI 1% 5% R 10% 1 45 2 M K

() REAE

2 SR R (1) SRR IEAR B H1, Bl CVCHEE LS w55k 48 % Al 2 1) (1) 32 4 o 7
(Competition) 5 # 7% Al BIHT B (R&D) FIA 7= i (Patent) 2 [H] B 5 2 o 4 48 46 6 25
(DL34), % P32 4o FE R AR VE b 17 Aol A BT % $ O\ (R&D) HL A 5 35 1 1 ) 520, %
P bl Al i R1HT % R PR (Patent) BT S 2500 G ) 5200

x4 RERESUHSEHEAEER

Variables R&D Patent
Coef Z Coef Z
Competition 4.185™ (3.42) -9.255" (-2.16)
Size 0.906 (1.34) 12.480™" (527
Leverage -16.118"" (-5.85) 24981 (-2.58)
Growth -3.090" (-2.53) ~4.287 (~1.00)
Distance 0.014 0.02) 8.278"" (2.83)
Syndication —0.563 (-0.71) 5.058" (1.8
Year Control Control
Industry Control Control
R’ 0.523 0.195
FEASL 390 390

AR S A, TR B TR 1% 5% F110% 1 3 MK R IR
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it A b, AL R (Size) Xof B 45 9% il B8 P2 HE ) 50 I 300 1, H B 4% N 1 52 i)
SR IEAHFEAS 25 W 7R R 2R (Leverage ) i #4598 il 65 7= Hh R BHT B¢ N 1) 52 i 1) 4 35
B BN K28 (Growth ) X 4% 5 il BB 45 N 1 52 i 28 67, o 03807 72t 1) 1) 4
FEA B2 M PR 4T M (Distance) FIBE 53 9% (Syndication) X 413 77 H 89 5200 ) I8 25k 1F, X} 41
BN B 52 AN B2

CVCEEZS &) FF IR B 0 4 BN B30T LB A5 %80t | 4 07 v i W B R 2 Rl 3 Ak i 474, 32
TR A R AR, NI AR T Bl 45 W Al BT N 1 4 v . 7 g R SCER (2016) 48 B N TE
FOLFREC I | 5 2 P S B R A AL SR, X FhSC R AR R AT B R RE Ak BUAR RAE L
SR Al 8] A VR, AT 3R 45 56 22 I FAPE1H (Lanefl Lubatkin, 1998), 45 &5 8137 7= s i CVCHR &
HTE A P S PR AR N SR, AR W Al ) B8 77 R B R 1R o AR SCIA Ok 38 G o BE X 45
NSRS 2 B T CVCEELS w) 5 4% 98 ol it 2%, CVCEELS /) 1) Bk g i il 5 A5 3)
BLIR B N AR 0F Al 1) 2878 87 B, AR AR AT 45 T 8 B R 1 G307 IR B i s {H e 45 9% Al )
AT 5 |2k R FE PR 0 CVCERWE 337, B A T I 8¢ 7™ i 1 b W &4 ST 8 V10 B2 AR A W 4 R
FeAR SR AR AL RS (2) B e fk i H2a Ml fli e H2b, [l 945 8 v (WLEES), B1oA4.651 HTE
1%7KF F B F N IE, BRI H2a75 B 58I, BICVCERA 7] 5 94395 Ak 2 18] i) 35 G i B Ip 2
E ] 50 H A4S NG B, SEBHAECVCHR % 56 R CVCH % 3 B B R G TEAL, B T4 81
Al > T ARELCVCH T & 1) 98 S FIBAR LR BEAR T B S B TR R, BIPPIRTE AL k2
TR 458 7™ BB A R 9 249 T (ol /Al b 17 9% R /N, 20055 XI)& &, 2014)

x5 ZTHEBEEBENEBESUFSANENALER

Model ©)) 3) 4)
Variables Involvement R&D Patent R&D Patent
Competition 46517 2.870" -11.397""
(3.70) (2.40) (-2.62)
Involvement 0.306"" 0.368™ 0.283™ 0.460"
(6.22) (2.06) (5.68) (2.55)
Size 2289 0.232 115317 0.258 11.426™
(3.30) 0.35) (4.80) 0.39) (4.79)
Leverage -11.167™" ~12.856"" -20.248" ~12.959™ ~19.840"
(-3.94) (—4.73) (=2.05) (—4.80) (=2.02)
Growth ~0.129 -3.209" ~3.609 -3.053" 4227
(-0.10) (=2.72) (-0.84) (=2.60) (=0.99)
Distance 0.470 0.266 6.533" -0.119 8.062""
0.55) 0.34) (2.28) (-0.15) (2.78)
Syndication —0.556 ~0.293 4.863" ~0.406 53147
(-0.68) (-0.38) (1.74) (-0.53) (191>
Year Control Control Control Control Control
Industry Control Control Control Control Control
R’ 0.197 0.562 0.197 0.569 0212
FEASL 390 390 390 390 390

AR ST A N 58 X Rl Al ) B SR B AT BUARAE T, B (3) i 45 SR AW BEHB A
Sz, RIS N5 B0 B N (R&D) Al 137 i (Patent) 89 326 24 1E 1) H A2 2% (WLA5) o A7 (4)
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FEFE T 26 N 9 R BT G R0 35 L ) S 2 S, K BT A v ) ) ) £ AR
SRR, (O B HT N B 1E 1] 4 0 2 AR BT R A 25 S AR (1) | (2) L (4 I Il 525 2R, 1R
P VSRR R 52 05 (2014) X6 AR I 8 X, % B N 5 B T G 5 B 5 AR Y Aol ) 4%
N 3 2 v B3 45 i AV L 1 TR 40,459, 150 BH 3% 4 i B2 0k B1) 397 F 2% 45 N B9 {12 B4R )
T 73 3 o N R R T S 42 1) W L £ AROBIL A 45 LA S B AH 4 N 5 B X 3 e 0 B 5 00 397 7 S 1)
1) 5% 22 20 S B0 << R A0 07 >, SR BN T 4 it B S Aok A5 N 5 FEE A FH T G5 7 HR ) T 22 5808 A5 5
HIE, 55 38 4 5 B BT P L ) B R N AT A R o FRATTEE 25 o0 T < B S N B PR AR TR A
I\ ] R A PN R 3 4 B 5 M R Al B P H 2 T A7 R A K G 3 7 ) v A8 B R AN N
W RET o BT 58P CVCEEZ m) R REFZ A R | B3 BUEE LSy B AT Rl 2% Bl A Il 81 %%
JI R B R A — E B 30 I 4F B (Bachmann®i Schindele, 2006) , i fE“BHEE R T, BT
CVCEL ALK BT T3 i3 B 28 ml 00ML 47, (] Bt A R e = 563 3 A0 4ol i 5% 32 2 56, M 240 1
o 40 8 il O AL (GE % R AR B ¥, 2018) o

[35] B} S TEAE 50 25 SR AW, CVCRT DL i B 5 4% % (Syndication) SR fi# 4 7ll 38 4P X 9k 4%
PE A AT R B 4 4 L 3X 5 Colombo I Shafi (2016) . ParkFlBae (2018 ) (W 5% 45 S — %k,
AT TN Ay 2 ) B Ml 45 7% A N RUBS 43 % 2 S B 5 0 44 i S XRS5 R  EON T RE R4 4 B
Al B A SR G 32 Es F, FEREGR HE RIAT A CVCHE YR 56 2 A0 Sr Rl 4% 9% Aol O B 425 i
i 3o 122 3 P 3 9% (Distance) 0] DLgi A BOR KR B AP AR (B8 45, 2015) , M e i
CVCHERR T Al BH = M 32 555 .

(=) Aot M5

1. PSMIi [i1] 45 53 PCIiC 43 4

i 164] 143 PTBC 77 1 (Propensity Score Matching, PSM) J& 38 7EMF 57 5 — 17 Ay B0 B05R 10 250 SR 1)
300 3 i) 43 DG P 3] 5 A P 20 S AE AL 45 TR 2R A T 00 BT, LA R IR AR S 40 Al 1%, R T B 4
7 o A L) PR] 2250 R AR 2 R TR % W RS o % T8 B 38 A M CVCRE 2N B FE B B ol 5 9% Ak i), mT g
A Bt A v L & BN 5 0T T PR A O FE AR PR A 1R, AN SR S O R BT (ARAUR
J§% F120, 2017), SR B PSMAR UL CV Ol 5 9% £ b B 5 S 30 WF 52 v vl R 77 78 O 356 455 i 25 R A 35
7, ) B 30T AR DT Bt 3 < FRE TS (bootstrap ) SIEHERR AL A fi 15 % B 58 45 16 77 A 1) 25 e 1 5%
W, A5 F0 A S0 i i 0 T I AL BN, (ATT) o 7635 FAH 5C Mk 4% AiE /5 R DU L A # J5 , PSMAE 4L
U T I — 0% Il U 53 7 T e Al £ O 28, 00 it 45 1) R

S TE 35 G R B 0 A M BT S R 35 N R B S L 35 G B A O B RS
Al R 20, LLSE 4 o B R O B3 0 b Tl Aol A A FRAH , LA ) A5 &2 4 A DT e A% & gk 4 7
PSMZ3HT o %78 & AE VT BC HIf J5 B9 AL A AR 17 Ol 1N 32 6 BT 7%, DE G Ji5 4% D B0 A% & 1) s o s 22 266 %
Bk % /N F20, FRHHPCEL J5 %A i HAC R 50, DURC S A Al 145 SR 4T 52

Fo6 MLEHFHIB ARSI

o VCRCRA PUSLEZEN il 20 PRt 2 (%)
Size §] 11.757 11.758 -0.1
Al AR M 11.751 11.830 -12.2
Leverage 8] 0.227 0.245 -11.4
B iR M 0.228 0.262 -20.9
Growth 8] 0.212 0.282 234
E g K M 0.215 0.265 -16.5
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&6 MLECHIEHFARRFIEX L

& VLRCRA AbFREH Pt FrAE R (%)
Distance U 0.481 0.286 41.0
pe 127w U M 0.477 0.556 -16.5
Syndication U 0.584 0.503 163
A H Bt M 0.581 0.614 -6.7
FEASL 243 147 -

T (1) “USRARBEAT W18 15 20 DE RS AOREA, <M 4R BEAT SRIT AR VL AL IS AOREA s (2) Pt AN b B3 ol 7 5 4
SR NORIAEOIICVCH R BE LT Ak F IRl

RTHE— AR T BT BT AR DT AL 5 J5 45 B 0~ X AL BESOW, (ATT) o B T4l 2 B FE 7R 25
BIHFAKR, ASCEI T — X —A7 ul H A I 510 DT B 7 7

KT THEEENUFERN.SNBEL MNP FEHLEYLN (ATT)

U 8.123 5.939 2.184 229"
R&D -
M 7.917 5.891 2.026 2.00
U 14.350 14.143 0.207 0.08
Patent N
M 12.598 19.544 —6.946 -1.86
U 7.490 5.406 2.084 275"
Involvement "
M 7.370 5.456 1.914 2.08

METLUE ), TEIRAEPC L A A A2 VAL S, FE4¢ 58 B JE0 CVCRE R U i 28 Rl F & RN
$8Fr (R&D) IATTEI B E K T, HIUE SR F i 2wl R7.917, ATTF 40
BRI 492,026, FE 5% /K- i i R E ARG I, B 3E G0l B AR ORY LT A I & BN SR SR 4
S B A OB b 1T 28 W BN 5 HE34.39%, FEHHCVCEELS 1) 5 P45 0% Al 2 8] 4 555 40 518 28 %
PG w) I S 35N HL AT S35 B SR TR0 o X B 72 A8 B K 43 BT & 3, DG T iy ) Ak B 21 5 9
T 2L v B 3 E A Ml B B 3 7 43 ) R 14,3505 14,143, ATTF ¥ AL BRSO 450.207, A IEAHIFA
25 H VT J5 1 ATT V- 3 A FRAL R 4 4 25 4 7, HLUGEC 5 ) ATT P34 Zb BN Sk —6.946, 44
o} L 2 K D T T 1149.0.207, 35 WH 200 SR A 92 i B A O 30 e Al 22, %5 2 541 7 4 i 3 56 ol 3 % A
b ) R AV o BE— 2 4 AT T8 G 0 B 6 45 N S B PR S, & B DG TR S 4 i S o 4%
Aol A5 N iR R 1) 8 RV 2 W0 3R B L 255 DR T, PSMUAT AT 45 2R 5 2 i i) [l VA 285 SR AR —
3, B IR & H2ait — 45 3] B HE .

SN, AL LI N8 B (Involvement) /T B 67060 # 4% 9% b 17 ol A das il 41, LI
58 B KT YA I B 4R WE BT Al Ay AR FRA, R AT PSMDG FC 43 AT 36 11 A5 N iR B 4% W b i A
b4 AR B HT B R AR R DT G I S )R AR AR 17 10 40 2 8T % o

*8 ERTFHREARSFAEXS tE

B UNGRTRAS Vosiiba Ecannlpa:| FriE i 22 (%)
Size U 11.759 11.757 0.2
A b A M 11.742 11.811 ~11.1
Leverage U 0.207 0.249 -26.9
ik ie:d M 0.210 0218 4.7
Growth U 0.231 0.242 -3.5
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ks MEHIEHFEARREXT L

B VAR A AbER AL Pl PR 2 (%)
ERIA N i3 M 0.238 0.264 -8.8
Distance U 0.403 0.410 -1.5
bR M 0.390 0.404 -3.0
Syndication U 0.547 0.558 22
AR B M 0.544 0.488 11.3
FEASYL - 139 251 -

Ty dil 4l iR A 25 8 R T A2, oAb SR B — X = i A5 il ol PUBd H i 951, 3 9iE—
Wit 1 AR BT AR DT B 1 45 B B F B AR BN (ATT) o NI LU Y, DL ij )5 265 N\ 5tk )
o BF S 45 N A AT 349 4k B3k 17 249 4 385 o 1., DC e i S 38 N 9 J38 ) 400 3 77 ) 1) AT T4 #5507
4350 03.871H12.157, Sy IEAHIFAS B3, W CVCEE L B X 375 Al 4 38 N I B SE B %
Z 81 AR FR ) SR, AR N R BT R R AR SR b, 5 A ] ) 2 R
AR —5, YE— B BHIE T R B H3H AT .

x99 BNBREXNUFSEHFMAFHLELN (ATT)

pE UN RN A2 e IEE ATT TS &
U 8.960 6.380 2.580 2.68""
R&D .
M 8.620 6.463 2.157 1.76
U 16.763 12.892 3.871 1.46
Patent
M 13.750 11.593 2.157 0.94

2. Heckman ¥ By Bt 43 #t
ST A5 53 DE G s (PSM) A BE 22 A vl XL A% et 5 S5 P A 2 1) R, A B A BHLAS T L)
FPT S BN AL A PR 52, L R S 58 G M CV O W% 5 B 10 1] T B A B & 4R N T R
HE R B B Al HEA T35 1T 3 AR A e A A 1545 R Ik, AR 352 ) Heckman P By B R 25 Sk b BEAS
ALOULI PR 2% 36 i AR 8 5 Al 22 o LA S8 4 o B2 75 R 018 B IR LU B COM, TR SE 4+ 5 B2 4 0,
W COM{E HR0; 2 2R 7245 B2 O, W COMAELERL 15 IRl B C5F% = ik 4 [l 42 57 5 2 48 7 28 b if
A 5R—2013 ) o (0 S8 2% 7=l B DL | Tl ATl 7= AR S 55 CVCEEZ ) | g4k 9 Al
1) ZE P2 SRS T OGS, BOMASE LA b Tl 2 S AR TS b v 6 B8 1 AT S7, S M3 24 77 Mk AR i AR
FrRuEFATE AL BT SO AN RSP RPN , LCVCEELN ) 5l 43 9% Aol ) 72 it AR 65 1) — S0P A2
JETH R CVCERZ 7 5 B 598 Al 18] B 77 5 52 40 5 B (PCL) , 10177 ity 2 4 PR B AR AR AR S 17l
FEAE, AH I A S F AT IR 43 BT SRS v 1 R 2 i (R&D/Patent) , [ G F ATT LA™ i 38 4 5i E
(PCD) 1 2 5 — Wi B Probitf AU A B A8 &, B SE — Ky BLEFER N T
COM =pp+u, PC{ +/'12S ize + usLeverage + uyGrowth + us Distance 5)
+ ueS yndication + LY ear + XIndustry + €

it (5) ZJE, B — M BB IMRAERAN T (1), (2). 3). @), FEME A -2
ZE TG FE A TE Mk BT BT A sE e, 2 0B A T 58 R B [l 9 45 51 o 35 T P Ay B s 7R
B 43 AT 45 SR (UL 10) W] 1, 354 i B il 28 1 1) 5 0 35 95 Al % 4% N, R P2 IR AR SR A7 AE
Tt 7 5 G 25 O\ i B S A 4R ON 5 R0 B S 3 HE 5% K UL E ) B K BN IE S
SRFE, 25 N5 B T G B 5 BB B N 10 5 F ke B AV F IR 5 4 B 5 A0E T H i 7 A
AW, 3X 5 ARSI 45 I AR — B, [l i}, FATTHL7E 2 3, Heckmani B B il 19 i) IMR & 4
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AN, BV i) 64 [l 5 07 R W BE I A AR AEARAS e 35 M 22, 1T LU Soe ) 80 2800k A7 48 1 He
BEWIE S5 R AR R Y

x10 EHEE. BNEESHHFEM ( Heckman )
Model ¢P) ) 3 4

Variables R&D Patent Involvement R&D Patent R&D Patent
Competition 445 -9.93 6.57" 2.60 ~13.35
(1.76) (-1.15) (2.55) (1.06) (-1.54)

Involvement 0.29™" 047" 0.28"" 0.52"
(4.89) (22D (4.67) (2.43)
Size 1.35 1330 328" 0.53 11.04™ 0.42 11.59™
(1.32) (3.80) (3.14) (0.53) (3.15) (0.42) (3.28)
Leverage -22.28"" -35.68"" -20.04"" -16.51"" -25.73 -16.61"" -25.25
(=5.57) (-2.61) (—4.91) (—4.10) (-1.82) (—4.13) (-1.78)
Growth 335" -10.19 1.16 -3.65" ~10.94" -3.68" -10.79"
(~1.84) (~1.64) 0.62) (=2.08) (-1.78) (2.1 (-1.75)

Distance -0.15 733" 1.62 -0.68 6.87" -0.61 6.49"
(-0.13) (1.96) (1.45) (-0.64) (1.85) (-0.57) (1.74)

Syndication 0.10 2.05 0.03 —0.14 3.19 0.09 2.04
(0.08) (0.52) 0.03) (-0.13) (0.83) (0.08) (0.52)

Lambda 1.13 —8.84 2.73 -1.02 -3.19 0.36 -10.26
0.51) (-1.18) (1.22) (-0.61) (-0.54) 0.17) (-1.38)
Year Control Control Control Control Control Control Control
Industry Control Control Control Control Control Control Control

FEAE 390 390 390 390 390 390 390

T PR A R BTl AR R

3. HAh AR &

(1) F R 5T B4 bR . % B A ST LA 45 % Al 24 4F 19 & B % A1) L SE IR 20 % ) S0 3 it
A B B R BT P T RE S Z R R AR BT T B 5 R, AL AR B Al Y AE R &
BH % FIl ¥ 35 & (Inpatent) | %& BH 5 52 F 7 740 4 F 44 HH 35 8 2 Al (Topatent) P 4™ B8 B A5ET 14 B0 78 5
SRy B R PR R T AT A oA (BB RUE 53, 2017), G5 R R 11 7R [0 V3 25 S 56 0
T S i OO A AR Y Al Y S WA RN S R TR R R O ) 2 LR VR T N e R
FARHE 7 R WA SE B R L R B S B0 ER 5, 5 EAT I R 4 R — B, B S A CVC R T
R Al R R RS RS T RS 5 A I 2B E B — E R 2
HBE T R Al % R B B A 4R, CVO] 3E I 4 i e Bk 5 T Al ) 25 N o B R il 5 S it
JEE S B A Al B ) F A o

F11 EHEE.BNEESHFHEH ( Inpatent&Topatent )

Model (D 3 ()]
Variables Inpatent Topatent Inpatent Topatent Inpatent Topatent
Competition -5.987" -8.464™ -7.787" ~10.574"
(-1.9D (=2.07) (=2.47) (-2.55)
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GR11 ZHEEE. EANBESOFSI (Inpatent&Topatent)
Model @V 3 4)
Variables Inpatent Topatent Inpatent Topatent Inpatent Topatent
Involvement 0.324" 0.368" 0.387"" 0.454™
(2.50) (2.16) (2.95) (2.63)
Size 8.733"" 10.993™ 7.919™ 10.052" 7.847" 9.955™"
(5.06) (4.87) (4.54) (4.38) (4.53) (4.38)
Leverage -21.384"" -23.625" -17.3417 -18.938" ~17.062" ~18.559"
(=3.03) (-2.56) (-2.42) (=2.01) (-2.39) (-1.98)
Growth —-2.824 —4.789 —2.352 -4.157 2774 —4.730
(=0.90) -1.17) (<0.76) (-1.02) (=0.90) (-1.16)
Distance 4726 7475 3.500" 5.845" 4.544" 7262
(2.22) (2.68) (1.68) (2.14) (2.16) (2.63)
Syndication 3.557" 4711 3.464" 4.544" 3.772" 4.963"
(1.75) .77 (171> (1.71) (1.87) (1.87)
Year Control Control Control Control Control Control
Industry Control Control Control Control Control Control
R’ 0.169 0.185 0.177 0.188 0.191 0.203
A% 390 390 390 390 390 390

(2) BN BREETE bR . T AR LLCVCEELY R Mg F Ak 22787 B 5L bR 2 5 R (AD Sk
B N8 E (Involvement) (7 3 MIFE SCHS, 2016) , ATHE Q1 FZ AL A X6 47 61 4l B 35 N 588 B 5
CVCEELY m) R QAL B B Hb A5 1) S B s ZEE Rt B XA (2) | (3) ., (4) B g gkf 71l g,
LML N2 R MR 120 LUR B, Il 425 51 5 R Sl A AR — 3, BiaH 4 R fafdn .

K12 ZTHEBE.ENEE (Al) S5EHEREIAEAER

Model 2 3) 4
Variables Al R&D Patent R&D Patent
Competition 4226 2.867" —11.322""
(3.53) (2.41) (=2.61)
Al 0.335™ 0.397" 0312 0.489™"
(6.51) Q.10 (5.99) (2.57)
Size 2395 0.130 114247 0.159 11309
(3.63) (0.20) (4.74) 0.24) (4.73)
Leverage -12.326™ —12.142"" ~19.469" -12.273"™ -18.952"
(—4.57) (~4.46) (-1.95) (~4.53) (-1.92)
Growth ~1.081 -2.887" ~3.229 -2.753" -3.758
(=0.90) (-2.46) (-0.75) (-2.36) (-0.88)
Distance 1.330 -0.035 6.183" -0.401 76277
(1.63) (-0.04) (215 (-0.50) (2.62)
Syndication ~0.709 ~0.225 4.941° ~0.342 5.405"
(=0.91) (-0.29) SWid) (-0.45) (1.95)
Year Control Control Control Control Control
Industry Control Control Control Control Control
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R BFERE. BEARE (AD S56#H5MEALER

Model 2) (3) (4)
Variables Al R&D Patent R&D Patent
R’ 0218 0.567 0.197 0.574 0.212
FEA%L 390 390 390 390 390

I

H. HER

N
7’

(—) R

AL LL2008-20164F s /MR G AR 4 BT Al A AEAR, 4341 T CVCEEZ w5 935 9 Ainll
Z 1A A7 Ml 55 4 i R o 45 9 Aol G5BT 4R N S5 77 s, LR R0 A ON 5 O A R AL
W 2 H 45 43 E L 7 5 Heckman B3 [y B 43 AT, 8 ST Al D& T FE 2 356 98717 R i) PN A e 1)
RO, BTSSR A SR T SR R R B, SE G0 W A 1] 5 CV O AR B Ak i) B RN,
AEAE B H 077 A8 2 0 AV 5 38 G B 8 N ok B B B AVE L, ) B8 O\ i 3 0
5 % Al 1 ) 45 N R BT = Hh 38 BT S 0 R RV L A N R G TR A B S AT RN
1) 56 ZR 6 B0 4 i AV F B0 5% 4 0 3 1) 80 5 30 3 3 N i 3 %) TR 28 1) W 2 R 15 1
N5 0 TE A B 5 AT R 0 e A VR A 3, SR B HA  E EHE AN

CVCEELS 1) 5 9 45 ¢ Al 18] 1) 38 4 i B % o 45 9% Aol 1) B8 350 N B A BB AR, {H 6
HAH = A 200 B2 I o XA — R VAP T R h Nl e H R 87 AT Y
Bl ol 3 3 G I 58 Ay 7 T 6 4 TR ) BE, CVCAH T e 45 Al IR A B R B R TE A X T
AL AT, RS |3 B A 354 ¢ RN CVCEELS 7] HZZ i b vE £ a0 — o5 X, i 49
B 22 fif o] LIAR 340 BF & 3 N4 55 (Chiao, 2002; Bk K, 2014) . fH 5, 1 T CVCEEL &) %81
b Al ) 452 7% B TS B bR, IR R R 2 SRR L BE BT LR R 45 % R
%% (Schildt%, 2005) . CVCHZ ALY £330 7 T 38 1 B35 9 Aol 4R BUR R BRI, SR d2 i £ 20wl
SRR TR IE SR, X IHEAF T VRt Bl Al 81T EE H i3, kX £ 520
CVCE B b B B A% R (AT AL E 3, 2014) , I BE T 52 0 Al A Ml ) 81 3 %% S RE E, AT
Tt ke 45 % Al 1 B = H

(Z)EBERRT

BT CVCHEEL ) 5 45 9% Aol ) 8 47 Mz 38 4 5 3 B AR A 1 T Bl 36 9% Al R B & N, 1H
EH T HADH Rt BEH 3R E CV ORI AR R AR N I, g SO B A i R A
PRI 2 A 0 B AR BT P AR 2 5 I BOR , S S A4 00 R Al R P+ 4R B 4
128 W) Mk A% 9 S5 A0 1 = bl S A, FE B B & QN B ] B, D05 4 i Al Al
FARBIHT = R o RIB, 5T 358G P CVOEEZ w6 B A% 98 Aol G597 7= Hh ) 30 i 7 L A3 5638
U2 1 s VR R B R AP 5 ik 0 B, XA RE S (e BE B A P A CVCR % R
7. (Dushnitsky il Shaver, 2009) , 1 0] L3 i 98 20 Ik & i ) 4353 2% 122 fig /R il 7% 29 TR 5558 12,
A SFE A M F 2% 45 % R0 & R 77 H R 38 0 (52 B IS A JE A, 2016) .

NHILE A B AN BR B A Hh &, CVCBEZN R 7 il 5 5 % SR ek B 7 558 22 1 %5 S8 SR UK & 4%
YR, U S 18 B AT B T 1) Bl Ak BEA T Y o VO] LUl i 5k Al 4 % (IVEe)
V) P 3 B A5 0 SR 2 Fi A 1 Ml 57 4 M R 0k 45 % il B 7 HE A 4 SRR FH o IRk 28 ) ol 4% 9 AR
SEAD AR Y 2 5, 5 5 A ST BB T A BEON, TERE PR B Al 14 B TR S 2 4=
07, IR RE R R ATl CVCHR W 56 2R 114 J8 N7 A 45 0 il 00 3 S R 0 4 T i sl 0 A 4 %
0] DL i g 205 SN BRI AR B R AR, M R 33E CV O B 98 Aol 897 7= H A 3 v
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Ak Al AE 22 5 24 w5 Bt B FE e, 7R RN BICVCEE 22 7 5 Bl 9 Al ) - &5 %
PR TE G SC R IF SRR A B AR B F] I, WESIERICVCS 5 U7 ik & A M 4%
2350 L SR TR ek R B4 B 520 o H T CVCEE 2 | Y 35 N i J3 6 i 4% 9 il 1) BB % N
AT 3 B 2 i e 2E A, i E AT P 2 w0l 45 9 S R LU I L 49 AN B e
W AT SAE A, B2l R AE BREAST E B AR M 0 e 45 9 ol LA 68 vy ) 8 N i B o PRI 0, ol Aol mf
FIEE LB CVCEEL RGN B B iR B 0], B KB 2 5 R o IR anin B, Jf
WY IRIEE B HHOR A B2 5t ol iy 28 5 8, ek A AR B SR 2 5t .

H1 T H B R Bk > OV OB B8 SRR BOHE I, AR SCHY A ST B 2 i g P AR AR, M AL
K, S EELUEWER H B FER R BANE K, X 0] RE 78— 5 R 2 b 320 AR SCF 50 45 2R 00 HE 1)
P o TR B, FE A SCRWF 5T 3 B2 vp R 2 TR B CV CBE L R ZE X 2 A 40 B Al 3E 47 4 A 4% W
CVCERZ w) 59 Al LA R 5% 9% 2H 45 Al -2 18] Y 56 28 45 P 38508 B3 9 Aill 52 AR B i B2 Y
SN, XA 2 A — 5 R B AR SCHY W T2 18 77 AR SR B L RS SR SRRSO 5 A R
HARRR, LG IBCVCIR T 5 ol K 3R 8520, LUSR R Fe 4 SR il vl Sk
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The Competition Intensity of CVC and the Innovation
Performance of Invested Enterprises: An Analysis of the
Mediating Effect of Involvement Intensity

Wang Lei, Q1 Yarong

(School of Business, Jiangnan University, Jiangsu Wuxi 214122, China )

Summary: In the context of rapid change, innovation is the key for enterprises to maintain
sustainable competitiveness and survive and develop in an increasingly competitive market
environment. As an important mode for large enterprises to obtain external technology sources,
CVC is the main tool for value creation and an important form of corporate entrepreneurial
activities. It has the general purpose of obtaining high financial returns as traditional venture
capital, and also has the unique strategic goal of maintaining open innovation, acquiring new
technologies and entering new markets by investing in start-ups in the same or different industries.
Whether the CVC parent company can effectively promote the technological innovation
performance and capabilities of invested enterprises while paying attention to its own strategic
benefits, researches have not yet formed consensus conclusions. And empirical studies on the
reasons for the differentiated impact of CVC investment on innovation performance of invested
enterprises are still relatively few.

Based on the 2008-2016 GEM and SME IPO enterprise sample data, this paper uses the
random effect model of non-Balanced panel data to study the impact of the industry competition
intensity between the CVC parent company and invested enterprises on the innovation input and

output of invested enterprises in the Chinese context, and analyzes the mechanism of the CVC
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parent company’ s involvement intensity in the board of directors, supervisors, and the
management of the invested enterprises. It is found that the CVC parent company which is
competitive with invested enterprises is more likely to generate opportunistic behaviors such as
imitation and theft, which will inhibit the innovation efforts of invested enterprises. Therefore, the
industry competition intensity between the two parties has a significant inhibitory effect on the
innovation patent output of invested enterprises. However, the involvement intensity of the CVC
parent company has actively promoted the innovative R&D investment and patent output of
invested enterprises. In addition, the competitive CVC parent company increases its involvement
in the board of directors, board of supervisors and management of invested enterprises, which can
partially reduce the information asymmetry, supervise and restrain the behavior of invested
enterprises, and thus promote the R&D of invested enterprises.

Based on the above conclusions, this paper points out that: we should encourage large
enterprises with good conditions to develop the innovative combination of industry and finance
such as “industry + venture capital funds”, strengthen the protection and enforcement of
intellectual property, take the joint investment strategy with independent venture capital
institutions, give priority to the investment in start-ups located close to each other, and increase
the participation of the CVC parent company in the management of invested enterprises,
effectively improving the efficiency of technological innovation output of invested enterprises and

promoting the technology innovation performance of invested enterprises.
Key words: CVC; competition intensity; technology innovation; involvement intensity;
propensity score matching
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degree of market competition in the industry and the level of regional marketization are
conducive to curbing the negative impact of the local SOE dependence on the upgrading of state-
owned enterprises.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows: First, starting from the innovation and
upgrading, this paper broadens the inherent research scope of corporate innovation behavior and
reveals the different impacts of the local SOE dependence on state-owned enterprises’ innovation
input, innovation output and upgrading level. Second, unlike the previous literature on local
protection through comprehensive index, this paper discusses the impact of local SOE
dependence on the innovation and upgrading of state-owned enterprises from the dual
perspectives of market segmentation and administrative intervention. Third, based on the new
measure of state-owned enterprise equity reform, namely, mixed ownership, this paper considers
the regulation effect of the internal equity structure factors of enterprises, and verifies whether
mixed ownership is conducive to alleviating the negative impact of the local SOE dependence on

the innovation output and upgrading level of state-owned enterprises.
Key words: local SOE dependence; mixed ownership; upgrading of enterprises’ innovation
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