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( : )

Relationship between Firm Size, R&D Investment Expenditure,
Human Capital Investment Expenditure and Technology
Innovation Performance

Abstract: Based on panel data from companies which have technical center in JiangSu province, this paper studies how firm size, R&D

investment expenditure and human capital investment expenditure in technology innovation have impact on Technology Innovation Per-

formance. The research result indicates that firm size has significantly impact on technology innovation performance, and the result pro-

vides support for Schumpeterian hypothesis; R&D investment expenditure and human capital investment expenditure in technology in-

novation are positive correlative with technology innovation performance.

Key Words: technology innovation performance; Panel Data Model; fixed effect; R&D investment expenditure



