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Figure 1  Influential Factors of the Knowledge Spillover of

TNC’ s Subsidiary in Cluster area
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Table 1 The dependent variable factor analysis results and Cronbach’s Alpha coefficient
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Table 2 The independent variable factor analysis results and Cronbach’s Alpha coefficient
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Table 3 Variable regression results
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Abstract: Based on cross — sectional data of (Information Communication Technology) ICT cluster of Pudong District, Shanghai,

The influential factors of the knowledge spillover of Trans — National Companies (TNC’s) subsidiary in a cluster area are empiri-

cally researched. The result indicates that the embeddedness and independence of TNC’ s subsidiary, the relations between TNC

and Chinese native enterprises have the significantly positive influence on the knowledge spillover of TNC’ s subsidiary. In order

to boost the knowledge spillover of TNC’ s subsidiary, the measures must be taken to accelerate the embeddedness of TNC’ s sub-

sidiary, consolidate the relations between TNCs and Chinese native enterprises, make subsidiary becoming a network node of the

cluster.

Key words: industry cluster; TNC subsidiary; knowledge spillover



