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C ) %) %)
67 33. 67 97 48 75
132 66. 33 40 20. 10
199 100. 00 24 12. 06
0—1 ( 1 ) 10 5 08 21 10. 55
1—3 ( 3 ) 27 13. 70 17 8 54
3—5 C 5 ) 31 15. 74 199 100. 00
5 129 65. 48 1 1L 21
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1.
o =1; =0 +
x 0—1 =1; 1—3 =2; 3—5 =3;5 =1 +
3 =1; =2; =3 +
y =1; =2; =3; =4
5 =1; =0 +
2.
6 =1; =2 —
30 =1; 30~40 =2; 40~50 =3;
I'- 50~60 =4; 60 =5
x3 =1; =2; =3; = =5 +
3.
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4.
=1; =2; 33
x10 +
=14
80 =1; 80 =2; 90
an =3; =4 +
=5
12 =1; =0 +
5.
13 =1; =2; =3; =4
T =1; =0 +
“—= , Y4 © B
3
(» 0 1 0. 50 0. 50
(x1) 0 1 0. 33 0. 47
(x2) 1 4 339 0. 92
(x3) 1 3 2. 38 0. 77
(z0) 1 4 2. 30 0. 81
(x35) 0 4 0. 63 0. 56
() 1 2 1. 04 0. 20
(x7) 1 5 320 0. 84
(z5) 1 5 3 44 0. 83
(x9) 1 5 2. 11 1. 33
(x10) 1 4 1. 85 1. 00
(1) 1 5 2. 56 0. 97
(z12) 0 1 0. 40 0. 49
(x13) 1 4 2. 38 117
(1) 0 1 0. 40 0. 49
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4 Logistic (1)
1 Il I}

3 Wald Ezp (B B Wald Exp (® B Wald Exp (®
x1 0. 45 0. 82 1. 58 1L 21*%** 9. 72 3. 35 — — —
X 0. 30** 1. 30 1. 35 0. 36%** 2. 59 1. 44 — — —
X3 0. 41 2. 05 0. 69 0. 42* 315 0. 66 — — —

T4 0. 32 1L 04 1 38 0. 06 0. 04 1. 06 — — —
T5 0. 92%** 5 46 2. 50 0. 60** 3. 14 1. 83 — — —
X6 0 11 0. 01 1L 11 — — — 0. 20 0. 05 1. 22
x7 —0. 16 0. 33 0. 86 0. 18 0. 74 1L 19
X8 0. 19* 0. 40 1L 21 — — — 0. 58* * * 7. 24 1. 78
X9 —0. 28 241 0. 76
Z10 0. 60*** 6. 73 0. 55 — — — — — —
11 0. 47** 3. 22 0. 63 — — — — — —
X1z 1L 90* ** 15. 26 6. 65
X3 0. 26* 1. 37 1L 29 — — — — — —
x4 0. 01 0. 00 1L 01 — — — — — —
—2LL 146. 71 185. 86 200. 95
Chi-square 62 62** 23, 47 x> 8 38**
Nagelkerke R? 0. 46 0. 20 0. 07
Percentage Correct 80. 1% 66. 2% 58 3%
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4 Logistic (2)

N Vv VI
B Wald Exp (® B Wald Exp (® B Wald Exp (®
X9 —0. 12 0. 97 0. 89 — — — — — —
Z10 — — 0. 51*** 6. 60 0. 60 — — —
an — — 0. 39** 3. 50 0. 68 — — —
X1 — — L 76%** 19. 12 5. 81 — — —
x13 — — — — — —0. 07* 0. 26 0. 93
T14 — — — — — —0. 16 0. 24 0. 85
—2LL 208 35 166. 52 208 74
Chi-square 0. 98 42, 81*%** 0. 58
Nagelkerke R 0. 009 0.33 0. 005
Percentage Correct 53 0% 74. 2% 56. 3%
 DFFR R 1%, 5% 10% ; @—2LL,  —2Log Likelihood.,
® Chi-square (Likelihood Ratio Test) s Chi-square sig s
. . @Percentage Correct s
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Empirical Analysis on the Factors Affecting the Technical Innovation

Performance of Small and Medium Enterprises
Du Zhizxiong Xiao Weidong

Abstract; According to the survey data from small and medium enterprises of four counties/
cities in the eastern, central and western areas, through establishing Logistic model, this
paper analyses the main factors that influence the technical innovation performance of small
and medium enterprises at the micro-level and meso-level. The results show that enterprise
size, enterprise deadline, whether in a phase of structural adjustment or industrial upgrade,
education level of executives, enterprises’ technological innovative strategy, technical com~
petence, whether having a technological development agency have positive impacts on tech-
nical innovation performance. Besides, the type of enterprises elements also has a positive
impact on it. This article also gives some suggestions on the related policy.

Key words: small and medium enterprises in rural areas; technical innovation
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