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Abstract: The paper selects China’s 31 provinces and cities as research subjects and makes an empirical study
using stochastic frontier based on the 31 provinces and cities’ unbalanced panel data. The empirical results
show that: firstly, innovation performances of regional innovation systems in different provinces or cities are
greatly different. The National average regional innovation performance is 0.362258, indicating that non-
efficiency is very common in these provinces and cities. Secondly, openness of regional innovation systems,
maturity of technology markets, collaboration of regional innovation systems, intellectual property protection
and marketization can promote innovation performances of regional innovation systems. What is more, under
China’s special national conditions, the relationship between enterprise technology input, government invest-

ment and regional innovation performance is negative.

Key words: stochastic frontier analysis; regional innovation systems; performance; panel data

1 35l

[l

LA A T P AR KRR R BRI )58 4, ANRETIN A I) Bk, (M LSR5 85, &
GrOR RN W& Kk A BRI AR, XA R G0 A8 AR SR AR A A & vt ke TH, X
ks H: 2011—10—23; {211 H #: 2012—06—07.
FETH: BE T mUES R I H (20122304120021); B 5K AR FHA R4 % B I H (71073034); B K ECRHA % B3 H (201
2GXS4D114); MeIT A8 RHE SO RIBE B3 H (GZ11D203); [ -1 f5 564 B W T H (2012M520712); B EiT44
T4 5 2L 4% Bh I H (LBH-Z11186); HH J iy B 3E b BHMIF£2 9% %t B I H (HEUCF120914; HEUCFR1223).




126 N R = 28

AHT R GUAE 2 AR B 1 5 R 4 X Ik 28 BB T H AN TR, B R NG 2 AR, KR4 X Ik (AN A
R SR FHAS ) ) TR T DSB8 R 3R I SRVl mT DAk DX RIS () 0 T il RS IE S LR Ak o, H
HOR T 3X 07 T BT 322245 . SCR (2132 FIDEA 23 H o E25 Hb DXCAE L il 2 5 0 B R D0 on) X 3 4 28 1) 5%
W), Bt 50 R I IX 35k G187 g 0 5 Q8 S 2 TR AN AR IR, SCHR [318 HIDEA T V5, X i 30 A~ 1 F ¥
DX AR QBT R AT T I, 45 2R S PR AL, SCHR (415 FIDEA 7 142002422003 4 Wi 4]
BB AR B 20 B s, BT G XS 7K ST A OG, BRI Bk g 1 i X, B T 2 R G A, S
R[5 138 0 1 [ 30444 T B ARG FT N 5 7 H AR (1) v 520, RWIRIE R . AR 25 Sl fig ot
T ARG 2t 3O BRI H, 31X — ZREER A X R BT (1 <>, A3 368
P 2 S H 25 B 5. SCik (6112 FIDEA 20064 4% [ 304~ 45 17 1 DX 35k 1) 38 25 JBEAT VR, T ) 22 S R
X DRI A (R VRA . SCRR (714 G137 I A2 50 R BRI RN G i ik B, SR — Tl oo 1 23 by 1 B A
720012220055 H [E X 38 G118 A R BB @ik, 18 HDEA 7L T — N2 R R B S0 R R, ks
SR PR RIS A0 1 A 85 B T ) B 2 5

WIS LA B AR B el AN, 2RI T XSGR RGN T TR, (R SCT X IR H R A SROT I
BT 22 SR AR TR 00 5% DEA T VAT BE 5T, DEA J7 3% 0] LLSEI X S5 18T R R Gk A B, B8R mT LA
XPAEAE I i) REAT 23 A7, AR TGV S8 1) 5 ) DR 32 64T 40 350 23 A, DEATEVHE SRR, 4 5B = th /b T
FTPR = HA P 0 D IR U &5 R CR U R, BLARBCCRE AU R 3% 5 M RCR AT T 40 &5, (2 5 BEAL
T2 BT (SFAVFH LA R AT — B AN & 2 4k, S DEAAH LU BEH LTV 73 AT (SFA YK 52 B 77 H 40 ok A6 77 bR B
BE ML R 25 A AR TC A0 =350 45, RISy Ry 0k &8 SRARC HA A S () 468 1A 56 B SROFH I R B4 DX TR, L hiidi &1
KFEATEE, AEBCE . 3RS TR YRZE Tk, Motk 2 M 5 7 3 5 ] R e S5 A3 i A 7 —
SEMIWFFORCR. H AT, CA 562253 N BEATLET 4 201 (SEA)RTHRI T @ a8 il dEAT 705 B 1. Sk [9,10]
Ry B T Bl AT —TE A B0 A e E R BEA LTV 2 P A, B IUGDP. AR MO NS R BEAfF & R&DA
iy R&DZ ML R BTG BRI Fa bR, 0 rf B BOR MR AT SN 7T SCER (117 WS R S [ Ak
TR G ER = B8 ANV B B H A A AR TE 06 b [ S AR P M AE Ssoe e 2 AT A 5. BL BBt
BT T LT A 20 BT (SFA) Y 32 B E5050 43, v FE AR S M BUE v AR DR, LS, BENLATHS 2
AT ABE AR v () 2806 Rk 8GR DA TGI8 Bk R s i DR 38 20 A, X0 Tk — SR A ST X S B o A T
(17 . BEBL AT Y 23 BT (SFA)VANM AT BAII S HH AN AN BB Z0A, 3 n] LA 5 29 A1 25 i oRH DG DR 28 6 A4k i)
RS e I L AR RZ I, TG 77 B4 P AT R PR 25, AT LOREIEE e vPA 32 AR 1) 22 S 1) s i) AT 25 1 ELARAE b4 T 20 4,
A3 R R s PR 25 5 ke R AT T 4 3 T

A SCAE A v v [ XG5 R SR E SR SR B, XA ET 2R St 1 T ORE E (open) s 2R T 37 il
[ (maturity) FR G PMEZKF(collaboration) AV FFE e AN SR E (input)s = BULRY" 5 iR (awareness) . BUR 7%
& SRR B (government) 1340 F FE (market) 55 7 111744 2 BEATLHT V23 BT 20 23 oR EABE 8, 56 DX 1) B R 4e 61
B R ZZ A TIRAN . RGERI 5.

2 BEEPEE

ASSORG B 56 BB LTI 70 M IO FEAS NS DU B R, AR5 45 5 A SO IR S o 1] A, g 3 2 T B 4

P I DX S BB RGN S I BEA LR 70 B A2, 6k A [ 25 Hb X DX 3187 2 45 1R S8R s i DR 38 EA TS
BEA L ATV 20 BT (SFA) & 201H 2070448 K, MeeusenflBroeck 21 HY ), e HLAARC A 4 R

Hit:Git/B"i_(‘/it_Uit)a i:1727"'7N;t:1727"'7T7 (1)

My = 2440, @)

FC A Hy ot VLR 803 755 10 58 0 A M DX DX 0818 28 40 46 ¢ 00 1 7t G di 28 0 A s XX B 8T R S



ERR ] S WA TR LATHT K DB B R BB S 127

FCHIEN, BRI S HL BN RV, K N (0,02), HALSE TUL; Uy N 3E S HLAS &,
MN (134, 07 ) IEF-BARIT 2041, Uy See T A8 LEAE S ¢ HIALORE W 28 4 A DX A8 2R Ge O BEHLIR 3.

TE;: = exp(—Us;) R FARARRE, M8 A i ORIt TR AR I A BARA
AT HTSE T, AW D ILE = G OLT, SR EATT GEIAATAT N, WZ PN H 1) 582 R R
HETEAE A BOARAT ROE BRI BE SRR, Sl T A7 38 00 B2 U5 A0 A7 280R TR L. XSk B B0 8 e — s
P SN, W DR T R e SR T A B WA AR s, DRIk T DA FETEA Db i 12 DX 5 BT 5228
JEFEPR. TE;, = exp(—Us ) BRI RSPEA T 35 DX BT R GEAE SR LN 3 A B B R B3 IR

FERQ)T, 2z W R GG 7] B, M0/ F5 il vF 28 v = 02/(07 + 02) 1 R A & 7 N i A
FISFARRYL. Si %y € (0,1), 2y — O, RV, ke SCRCAE L, U A AT AEH, St F B/ —sfeddesliv]
PAI3 s 2y — 1, RoRU, ke VE M Vi ARAS AT VR, eIt 50 A7 0 ST HISFA, ~y HRIAST 0 58 v 28 1 i A
TIRA X0

AL IR 10 A2 7 B S T oS 07 7 bR £, T Battese& Coelli P13 HY PR AR R

InYj; =B + B11n Ky + B In Ly + B3 In” Ky + B4 1n® Liy + B5(In Kiy)(In Ly, ) + (Vi — Uye), 3)

m;; = 0o + d;0pen;, + dymaturity,, + dscollaboration;, + d,input,, + dsawareness;; +

dggovernment,, + drmarket;;. 4

FE Q)Y R DB 2R G808 7 = AL AN AN STIRCR A, K22 R <L A M B0 sl L 42 7
e VE S S0 e be kel i U319 S BLGE E ™ ™ E T0 ANIE BE L RIBUR AT & vp [ SR A E 1Y) X2 A
A, 2 FE BT E 0 AR (K SCBEAE TR B R AL RAR, BRSO A 5 2B A 5 P 1. 200845 H [ 7
BURR AT BN 20%, SEIL AL AL 5%, AV R e A 3 R 7 T 30 % (3 [ X AE65 % 285 % 2
(), T AR5 R e AR5 %, B 5 RHEBER AL R SR AN AL 8%, i ik T ik M 5. i A 7y
BRI, S FEFT 7 (A N B AR bR L L RBOE IR A B BAR, mp ECH ™ b (B RO, (H I A
JRGURKTERE EIFAGEIR T [E DX 0B R GRS ) I3, 025 [ 8w (BEFE 2 i AR 2 — A
T EFEEEE R E ) B oE B, DR s B DR SR A R AN 0 A S ES

KRR X IRAPH RS RHBGE S BEAAE R 17 A B RS ARGE £ (2 B o™ e, IR B
PALFERT A (R&D), I AL AT A F R 1) N T RIAR G (KR 45 M 55 1) 28 P AR K £ [ BRSO ZA I I, B
HEIRAE FARBLS: L AR L PRy TR BORBRA L ASCE Ak S B2 U (R PR B 2 HoR ) v,
ERHERI A R AR N H 3 UV ORI AT K5 ). w23 AT 98 5l R R (R&D) BFFT 1R
560 o FER N B AT SR IR 52 ik 55 =235 8. [N 2% 18 B RS IE s 3580 — Bl BE i, O 7 )52 i
MRORRE LA AL TE BT (45 R, it Ui Bk 4 IR B is 3 52 Hh 28 2% LLAL, A i 2 iRk i sh 20 9 (1 7%
AP, DI, HAR R R sl 40 3 B AU R&DA BN R AT TSN,

LRG0 RYEMIR&D A 42 I 24 4. Jaffe U0 504 7 eR BO3EAT 90 g, 51N D7 BRI N,
SRR R BCRAT T2 K 3 A, R DRI R 501 22 M gt W BN Y. AN SO X BB R 4
FIR&D A B 4 I 24 A D N 0 S A B bs, SO0, BRAL S i B PR N2 RS BN D 4 i 24 /e,
(B2 T AU BT AR e B, R X IR BT 2R GE IR &D A 63 4= I 4 A i .

FE @), 733 BT 28 UGB A% 1 5 T K 54532 i X I B R LSRR S M I 2K open e 3%
AN DI BHT RGEITIRE L. X T AR M R GEK UL, THBE 2 FL 2R A 1 — M. A2
B F B 5) SA S GDIP B 81 A A7 8 DX PR T ISR FEE 100, T2 A ) — B SR T 5, A X
BRAHT R EUB BRI, AR FEROAR R TT IR L B 15 2, DR e 3 DX R 5 | 10T X A 7
{BLFA) L 1 R Al

maturity 2 7% X SR 81 B 28 G2 KB T8 (0 A E, e A SR TR T 323 1) BT 40 g e XA 7 S A 8 LA



128 N R = 28

RAG R T I R . HOR T 5 s OB T RGN BRI BRI SN, KIS BRI HCR T 4 n [e) —
ST TE T HES BRI R S 7 i AR P AR, 38 17 532 e DX 3B Sk, DALtk AT 3 1) R 20 R [X
WA SR B R =L .

collaboration# 7~ X 5 6 7 2 48 P EB A8 AR Z [ I PMEACE. A A — DN RGEM 5, A S ke 2
RGN Re M EBRIN. TEICAL R ZR G0 P G AR 2 0] 1R 08 0 8 400 5 M X 28 7 S FL 1) B ) ke i . A
DIRES JEARE, XA BT 28 Ge A& L0 1 A7 R B DIk P % AR IR D0 D05, SRk 2 R GEB1HT ™ Hh dse il
PRI, DX 33k a] G158 AR R MR AP0 T B8 S A% FL AT E 1 52 .

awareness 3 7~ DX 3B BT R GE AR =R, LRI FRE £ S BRIV N B LG R i 5. —
D3 THT, 77 b AT AR Al 5 K w0 1) 28 W R, (LR G 3 (A 07 2 2 T (R BR A, AP 43 T 3 () B A A
. FEARBE 22 3 A7 RN BT 10 T B, B R I RO BE 22 (1) 0 . XN 5 AT A s R R
FERORA R, AT DTS AL P AT 5 A R R FRSE S 3, X T X s BE HAA R AE . 55—,
ANBER FH R 37 R 4o s ki Fe QR IR, AR LR N D80S Z A LG, gl A B2 ds: 7E1608 % &
DL F, A — 8 12555 3 - HUS 57 BRI B & 8 NN B, IX— 48 bs SR T — s I I N 438055 3 ) %
PRI SEBR AR PG B, A5 A 15 ) i) 2 e ps U7,

input 7 X I A Al R R BN s B, AP RS N S0 by BN S5 N I LE FOR AT . 7 X s )
B RGEH, Al JCBE & B 1 S B AT RIS AR P A DB P A, DR X IS8T 2R 2 R Ak i R
FEBNSR XN T RGBT SR A 123 B e ma 4 H.

government 7~ X 3 G1HT 28 4t Hh b 7 BUR B8 s B, XS G158 2R G0 02 BUR i JR IX I B (A 3 LA,
BURT IR 0% 4 SCFR T DX BT A S 3 1 s U710 IRk, BURFAE X SR BB R 4 b IR B A AN 28 240, JF H—
PR LT, BURF IR B8 4 S ) RO X AAIE B8N 1% 7 A2 1E n) I HEREAE .

market3 7 X AT R GE I T AR RE, SR FH T 3 b 3 B A Bl AT 5 I A ) A = B kAl AR
PR RME I LB AT . T ] DL AN (R 605 20 77, DRk D ) ) T B AR BE X T B S R A B
YEH.

3 HESEE

31 BUEkRIR

AR LG IS E 0 A TP e g IR PE, Pk B Bods 2 R IE T b B Sl AE
%) (1999%52009) G b [ F+ TAFE ST 9B 4w 1949452004 ) (2005). (1 ERBHE G THEL) (1999%
2009). H1 T SFA R HE AR K HAH B 12 S A T DL AN -4 T A 5 (unbalance panel data), R i $E
[E314% 44 117 £E 19984F 12008 4F 1 14F 0] (54, 35453 279 AN s 380 Kot )X vl feff 1 T X A8 R 41 5
a1 B
32 TEAEE
32.1 &

Y R DRI G H 7 b AR (B T 6, T i L B B SN RUR T b B B TR B B R
W T2 20 9k s 0 I VB A T B 22 07 1 DR R R s i, AN R 5K, BRI 8™ i B B
B d A B ON B R S I BB S S B K

KX T RS S G &, BEAAE 8 57 R A I RS 2 S A S 4 IR S 3)
BRI RN 7 kAR 18191 )

Ku=> B i+ R, (5)

k=1



ERR ] S WA TR LATHT K DB B R BB S 129

A g, R BB B S R S W R, B RHOE ) S A, R FHEOE ) LB, 4 0 1Y e 1,
k= O, . = 15 RZ, e = 0. MR LUELIG AT TT8R, I3 5 24, BIK = B o + Ry.

LR N GV Y5 (R NAF). 55 S BN S B ARSI B v 55 5 N2 57 804 5 55 3l b 1A 20T T),
IR TTIHZ 5 K — M LA R A 557 3l (R B\ = 116,
3.2.2 BB HHER N

TR 5% Mo DX 355 610 3 2 2080 0F) DR 38 R AT 23 AT ), 30 BB R 5 [0 <8 200 oty b DX A 7 B LA . R T 3 s
B M DX A P S LA RGBT A R B e A A X AR P B L AR BN & S
W B L R IS £ i N E B N BUR RIS 3 S H T BUR S RV 3R B TS
FEAE o b AP S =8 LGB S5 FR 5, 20 i N R S8 T TBURE B2 (open) « 5 K 11 37 GBS (maturity ) « 58 48 P 7K
“F(collaboration) /> MV A5 BN 558 (input) « F= AU PR Y B P (awareness)  BUR % 43 > FFFE E (government) PL &
A0 FE BE (market) 55 77 11 5 BEGIHT 22850 B AN [R] 57 1 DR 25
33 TEWSIHEHEE

F U 31544 1171998 2220084 (] (U FEARTEAT T Ge vk PERIA.

F 1 HEANZITEREIR

Table 1  Statistical description of the samples

ORI ¥iME Nt /MY KA
Kt

B s T 78) 332 12142445 18 908 609 28 135 513 426

RHE BN B AL R ()T 0) 341 20458273 28300882 5694.8 18256390

R&D A A H 2= (NHE) 341 38484.526  38757.01 204 238 683.79
ARG [ 480 by b X A 77 B L (%) 235 22113 7.532 68 0.01 76.01
F ATy R AS A b DX A 7 R B (%) 328 0.772 4 1.400 58 0.01 10.98
BT A AR 0] 2 A IR S A b DX AR P RSB (%) 341 25758 7.63279 0.22 93.42
AP RHE BN E SN L (%) 338 3.040 2 5.902 64 0.03 43.11
(YN N INEEE R T¢I VIIPN)] 341 5.0577 8.632 18 0.02 81.14
BURFRHEE S H 7 IR 52 H L1 (%) 341 42102 5.716 49 0.37 37.98
A FEA 1 DA B Tk Al s 7= 18 el (%) 341 44.0216 20.6722 5.6 88.64

R IATAEN, o E 318 T AR SR bR 10 22 5 BOK, AAAE R R PR B, e T i = Il 2 4 x
2, % 8 B DR A D B, HERR T =T T 5 18 AR D R R, T LA R FE A
ZE ) el 24 05745, AR AT A VL™ 8 o b A s ™ {8 B AH 22 1) B I AT R A 1 6.

4 THERRT

R bSO g Y, 3 FH Fromiterd. 16 H 131444 1171998 42 2008 4F (1) 44l 1EAT SR 7T, 4 H 45 SR
2.
4.1 BEFH

ME2Hn] LU Y, 863 279N 8dis v 55, JLe 5 B iy i 280.679 99, i@ i T 1% 4 4F R IF i
PERLI. AR A0 SCI T, y L BEAS B 10, AEZIE T1, AR SCH 4 H40.679 99, 33X Ut W AERCR I % 4
SEAEAE S P [ &AL R GE ez, SR BENL AT 70 A BT G e T 23 B A7 R G 23 (A TF 4
W T 1% T 1 3 MR IG, o805 R AR 70 246 B 70 AR S 0 ask 7 AF RV 1 S S A 56 6 BBLAR e A
H—597.571 53, YL RASRAL THIO R A 4F, LREEVHE A64.805 212, I HAE1%/K P F 23, Ui WAL 4K
Ak E A 2. S DX BRI RGeS B BOR A3 240.362 258, 3 Ui B v [ 1R IX a6 37 R e A AR AR K
(R I R, g — T Th Uk B oh A AR AR K J v 7, B A8 4K BT 80 1) A S A ik DX I ke, Tl
AT T AR FEAN AR IR, OB 7 K205 20 A, FE T 0k, 0 06E 53 i DX 355 6] 397 40 1) e i [ 3%



130 N R = 28
BT o047, CAHIE I RE 22 1 07 VAR B BT X G S A s 1.

2 FEHADRREGEFEGEITER

Table 2  Stochastic frontier function and efficiency equation estimated results
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Table 3 The average performance of all regions
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Fig. 1 Each year of the national performance change
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