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An Analysis on Market Structure Technical Gap and Technical
Spillover Effects of Enterprise: Based on the State — owned
Enterprises and Sinn - foreign Joint Ventures
WU Li§uan' > XU Zhang~yong' > SU JianHun’

(1. Center for Studies of China Western Economic Development Northwest University Xi‘an 710069 China; 2. School of Econom—
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ment Yuncheng 044000 China)

Abstract: Using panel data from 1999 to 2013 the paper analyzes the relationship between technology gap and
technology spillover theoretically and empirically. The result showsd that the impact of market structure and
technology gap on technology spillover is significant. There is an inverted U curve between the technology gap
and technology spillover of the state — owned enterprises and Sinn — foreign joint ventures. R&D technology
human capital and enterprises scale have significant effect on technology spillover but the combination of the
technology gap and the technology human capital does not promote the diffusion of technology spillover. Moreo—
ver the state — owned enterprises have positive effect on the Sinn — foreign joint ventures but the Sinn — foreign
joint ventures have limited impact.
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