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An Empirical Study on the Relationship between
Enterprise Scale and Innovation Output

Abstract:Firstly, this paper presented the evolution of theories dealing with the relationship between enterprise scale and inno-
vation output, indicating that the role Small and Medium-sizes Enterprises(SMEs) played in innovation is increasingly getting ac-
knowledged. Secondly, the theoretical progress above is interpreted from a dynamic perspective of how innovation output has
been measured. Moreover, based on the surveyed data, this paper analyzed thd relationship between enterprise scale and innova-
tion output in China, revealing a positive correlation. Meanwhile, the adoption of more accurate indicators to evaluate innovation
output surfaces SMEs’advantage in innovation efficiency as well as the aggregate contribution in particular industries.

Key Words:enterprise scale; innovation output; SMES



