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Unstandardized Standardi uzed Collineraity
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sg. Statistics
B Std. Error Beta Tolerance VIF
1 (Constrant) 0.034 0.007 5.140 0. 000
in_inten 3 437 0.260 0.717 13.221 0. 000 1.000 1.000
2 (Constant) 0.27 0.007 3 951 0. 000
in_inten 3.255 0.259 0.679 12 579 0. 000 0.954 1.049
ind_sca 0.001 0. 000 0.176 3.263 0.001 0.954 1.049
3 (Constant) 0.016 0. 007 2.198 0.029
in_inten 3.051 0.262 0.637 11.634 0.000 0.887 1.127
ind_sca 0.001 0.000 0.157 2.945 0.004 0.939 1.065
in_Sour 0.275 0.093 0.160 2.942 0.004 0.900 1.111
4 (Constant) 0.009 0.008 1.092 0.276
in_inten 2.865 0.268 0.598 10. 692 0. 000 0.822 1.217
ind_sca 0.001 0. 000 0.142 2.700 0. 008 0.928 1.078
in_Sour 0.252 0.092 0. 146 2.724 0. 007 0.891 1.122
in_app 0.91 0.035 0.140 2.567 0.011 0.869 1.150
3 as
B SE Beta ! (Tolerance)
0. 014 0. 007 2 137 0. 034
in_inten 2 835 0 273 0. 603 10. 376 0. 000 0. 850
in_sour 0. 303 0. 106 0. 166 2 854 0. 005 0. 853
in_app 0. 045 0. 003 0. 076 1 358 0.176 0. 917
ind_sca 0. 001 0. 000 0 101 1 803 0. 073 0924
R? 0 534 P (F ) 0. 000
R? 0. 523 (SsT) 21 768
(SER) 0. 250 (SSE) 11 632
F 46. 475 (SSR) 21 768
3 :
1% , ,
Q 073 2 4
: 4 :
(Toler-
ance ) 0 850,0 853,0917 Q 924, , 1% 5%
R =0 534, (Tolerance ) 0 831,
F ,R? =0 655,
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4 oLsS
t
B SE Beta (Tolerance)
0. 002 0. 017 0. 125 0. 901
in_inten 3 951 0 742 0.661 5 327 0000 0. 831
in_app 0210 0. 097 0. 269 2 165 0. 039 0 831
R? Q0 655 P (F ) 0 000
R? 0. 629 (SsT) 0. 156
(SER) 0 044 7 (SSE) 0 102
F 25 585 (SSR) 0 054
23 out_per =0.661in_inten + 0. 269in_app (3
167 ) )
GaSs 0. 661
, 0 269 ;
F
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Analysis of the Relationship between Input Structure and Innovation Performance

L1 Cheng-gang' , WU Tao’
(1. College of Management ; 2. College of Public Administration ,Zhejiang University , Hangzhou 310027 ,China)

Abstract : To systemically investigate how the innovation input structure impact innovation performance in large and middle manufacturing
firmsin China, this article take advantage of the sample of 2 digital industry data of 30 manufacturing sectors and 3 digital industry data of 167
manufacturing sectors It proved that the structure of input intensity isthe maximal factor , and the structure of input sourceis sgnificant at the
3 digital datalevel andinsignificant at the 2 digital data while the structure of input applicationisto the opposte The scaleof corporationis not
a ggnificant factor while the scale of corporation is sgnificant at the 3 digital data level and have no efect at the 2 digital datalevel. Our re-
search result is of theoretic values as well as practical values
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