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Innovation Clustery G overnm ent Support and the Technological Innovation
Efficiency Based on Spatial Econam etrics of Panel Data with Provincial Data

Yu Yongze

(SchoolofEconan ics NankaiUniversity)
Abstract This paper analyses the relationshp between nnovation cluster govemm ent support and the technobgical nnovation
efficiency n Chia by spatial econom etrics of panel data The result of the enpirical study shovs that there was obvius spatial
autocorre lation in the efficiency of Chind s technological nnovation Innovation cluster has a negatiwve inflience on research
institutions mnnovation efficiency no significant effect on universities but is positive on the enterprses Govemment support has
uncertain mpact on research institutions and universities nnovation efficiency but has a negative mpact on enterprises System
factors do not significan tly affect the efficency of nnovation in research institutions and un versities buthave a significantpositive
mpact on the enterprises Human capital has a positive mpact on universities and enterprses innovation efficiency FDI has a
positive spillover effect on enterprises’ mnovation efficiency
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