B A

Science Technology and Industry

}ﬁ DA Vol. 12, No. 5

May, 2012

mELETH LB

cADIESES L

x| A&

(BARITAEF R, bhARE 150027

BE AR Z LI h 20002010 5% F) X B E R . vA ) = ik A= Cobb-Douglas 2 # 4 A #h % & 5 A, Foal
BEETEFA " ROARLRLR AN T EH R EIRITT RIESH, HAREREN . ARILFAZLITE A =
A ERRFH MO L RSB REDBE L HNMEERTEHFHOEKRE HRBANEFHN R TS AR EH,
ERAF T i LRFHEANBTEARGERABRARLE T A ELFMX,

XA : ) = % % ; Cobb-Douglas & 4 ; % #) =
HE %S :G306.0 MERARERD A

XEHS:1671—1807(2012)05—0038— 04

R 7 0 X [ B 4 il A L o S B0 28 B ST R PR R
J B Ik R B A B M A AR AR 45 T AR
o M RIE RN T R 8 & B A, e sh B2
BRI RN T Rk M 32T kWA 3 3 1 — o
dT R AL, BRI T R B T S
PRI B 8 K R AR ik R 3 — A B K s X B 32 A
BIRE T RHEE K R KT | AR A B RN 5 1) D &
B e 7y EFR b3 E 0 — > B K ek XA
{14 I BB A O A i — > [ R S DX R 2 B AR OK
-5 2 U R R  EEAE bR L PR B R H R 1 &
JE A% A XGE SR I E H bR . A SCHIEE T Cobb-
Douglas p % HE 37 B A, DL SR e VT 48 & R B0 K
i B SPSS G i 51 4F #E 47 808 43 B, S R R T %
F & S iy g il
1 BERIELTAERIEIERER

AR BIEVLA 2000—2010 4F [ R &5 fidt & &
JEGETT A B - 2000 4 ROk RE&D 4 8% 52 Bl 2%
G TR B 32 3% ) i B R B A& RIS 4
FR7E 45 B0 1 34 52 B I 0] 38 i AR 2B B T
A 1 FTR) . 2010 4R, 448 &R G H 2000
AEREK T 235. 0400 ARG K T 199. 65 % , BRI 1
BHE . 20002010 4F Bt 2 B L F B iE 68 560
fF, B AL A 39 083 . 4F ¥ 1 K 12.88% Al
9. 09 % oA 5 3 [ L A1) H i S I AR S KR
Pyt 20 6 (3 K A HL 3 iR R K RED &2 30
BEWEHE R, 1 2000 4FE [ 13,4 {201 N %) 2010 41y

s EHEE:2012—02—24

114 2,50 AR K 20 24, 31 % s BH2 5 F T AR I A
O 2000 419 6. 6 7 ASEKF) 2010 4219 8.3 J1 A,
FHIF MR 2 Fo i K R 3 AE K 0 6. 400, A
1 RTRA 5045 0T DL P S B AR RED 28 3% A
PR LRI R I 5 % 0] K A
R e,

12 000
10 000
8 000
6 000
4 000
2000
0

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
—— R&D ZHAIN (HTT) == FREEFRITTRN (- A)
e PEAEF) (M) =t ZZILF (1)
K1 EAITAH 2000—2010 F&5F| £ &
Al K IEAT KR B
BRI BV E RA T o kR
i A% 2000—2010 4F
B 2 AT LU SR OETEA & Al SR 2 K T
P 3 RED 5 % ) Ll 3R B 4F 4 1 5 B % i
o e, BB AR KO LR W L AR R AR Y
10. 6 /0 1) 3 B 16 4, 398K i D PR — MBI Oy e 22 P LR
IR AR B AR N B3 0 TR A R IR AR S BF RN R
G aiE =R I SN SE SRR | B = S /NI 5 7N
A7 R TR T 1 ) B 2 RS A A B
T RAWIE K , R AP R R 58 45 “ %R /RE&D

EEB A N ABAI79—) % . ERTEFA ERAIHBEFREFETEZRHFN. AL AT @ - HACHS T2,

38



B A LA O K R e R R A

TR AR 8. 71060 B o B 5 U B BRI R o
i (R BIF 2 28 B 32 A B 0, X AN AR AE 5 R i B R N b
Bk O A AR AL 2 R A O R R E K
(R BIHT 1 AT L 2R W T B 9 D 1R 2 |l T R BL
SRR ST R WH A 77T B & R T
B2 (H 2R T A8 BT 3 AT H E SR AS T I ) D TR
FE AR RED 2 3% 32 38 K %K+ % Fl =
IR A, A2 1. 67 f%.

0.15

0.1

0.05-

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Wi . W/
K2 BRIAELZAGHFRMIRTLE,
A5 RED L b %

B T BRI R IT A L R i R R
P R&D 2 B A R B2 5 R TR R 5 % 17
2 T A B A5 B IR R BE R T4 A i/ R
11 Cobb-Douglas B 5 E — 25 1 5 46 4 7 » LA B
57 LI UFL 299 % TR e 4 L 2 L R 2 P
2 MABMNZFKENEFEHHFTN

M 1AL AT R VT4 ) i L 4
AU I B L R BOM 46 L T AL R BER . B/
TR A SR A — AR RUR 4
B S R B BTy R R L B A

D RS2 R v, S R3E 3 2 8 T4
2 AN

D=5 =0 (1
i—1

) RN IR v, SR Y Z LT
J SRR /N o B

Q= > (y,— y)’=min (2)
i=1

W AR A ELE TR Y =a+ o, B
(2) T f5

Q= Z(y,—g\/)z = Z(y,—a—bt,-)zimin
i=1 i=1

(3)
PET A VAR k57 7 R A

JZy = na +/72t

4)
IZty:aZterth
A DG
_ by —ty
b= - =
P —(@° (5)
a=y—0b

A RB B Y =a+ b

HRAE A3 (5) L FH B YT 20002010 4F 2 3
L ) 1 S RO AT A LR 7 0 1 B
gER LR 1.

1 HEER

F t £ v, ty 4
2000 —5 25 3 065 —15325| 2648
2001 —4 16 3 670 —14 680 3 365
2002 —3 9 4392 —13 176 | 4 082
2003 —2 4 4972 —9 944 4799
2004 —1 1 5 000 —1 500 5516
2005 0 0 6 050 0 6 233
2006 1 1 6 535 6 535 6 950
2007 2 4 7 242 14 484 7 667
2008 3 9 8 351 25053 8 384
2009 4 16 9014 36 056 9 101
2010 5 25 10 269 51 345 9 818
A1t 0 110 68 560 78 848 68 563

a=y—n =00 < 6233

p— o _T8848 4,

t2 110

MG FER Y = a+ bt = 6233+ 717t

A 7 R Y BB MRS B F (R 405. 745, Sig. A
9 000 [8] ) R B A B ¢ {843 90y 57. 96.20. 14, Sig.
H 1 000; %% 22 7 ¥ Adjusted R Square {H N
0.976, LA b 5 S ¥ 150 W A8 5 (A 2 1 O¢ & W 35 A AU 4D
HERE R TRAE R,

W 2011 4EBIE LA LRI HE R4 1 =6,
= 10535(I5i)

3 2ok T AT AE AR SR AR — BB A L & R
SR ARG N AE AN BRI A R 2 G TR
PR AT T R BUA MO BUR I R IR oe 3%, B e
VLA B R & et B by, Wit o 7 R&ED &
A AR 2= M AR I g i 5 % A b Z [ 5 A
RME R & H s e B 2 A R e VLA W R SE A ) 45
IR L &, T 1 A Cobb-Douglas R %4 8 45 8
AT .

3 Cobb-Douglas iF #{ 4 8 22 57 & 55 #7
39



BHEA L

F12% 5

3.1 #®BIES

R&D 2 B $ A TR Bh 2 58 A T8 Ui 45 5 % R
PR Z AR — R R A R R G IEMF R A N 2
FhE A, Ay Cobb-Douglas bR 55 A f 52 H &) T
FRAR L T LA N HE Z

Cobb-Douglas 4 = R £ i) Fe AR FE 2 h -

Y = AK“L*? (6)
5 RO
InY = InA + olnK + pInL (7)

Ho, Y UERL A AR K AURB2Z M LR
A R&ED & 2848 A, L AR FRBL KA TR A
B PR R 2l A R M ARG T 22 B SE A BIr DLt

“RE&D 32 i i IX GDP L 27 1 Sy fi 40075 1 i A B
R ) B 25 D& R Al BT 77 AR 8 28 % 88 4 1Y R/ X
BHOFN SUAE & 3 & A B S ma AR R B DL AR — e 72
JFE b B W ) e AR 5 1 0 AR 45 B BOR A ) ) sg 4
B ALAE g K A0 ISR A5 B0 1 R RO
InY = InA + olnK + BInL + 6D, + D, (8)
Hrp: D, 8% R&ED %94 5 GDP W3 ; D, {3
FAR A ) 852 4
3.2 HROMW
FRAE M Jp T4 20002010 4R E R & 5 fit ok
JEGETT A R B GETH R - BT SPSS B 2 47 181 19 53
Proai R 2.

R2EASHERHH

Unstandardized Coefficients ) _ )
Model F Sig. R? t Sig.
B Std. Error
(Constant) —12 638. 746 4 860. 304 —2.600 0. 060
R Fo TP 0. 244 0.075 3.242 0.032
FAEF e H 38. 332 28.903 13. 26 0. 025
1 - 132. 161 0. 000(Ca) 0. 985
R&D %% & GDP 1t % 4209.242 | 3 342.823 1. 259 0. 276
HERfo TRITAY 0. 050
—0.042 —0. 828 0. 454
R&D 2 % #A

MFE 2 [ LLBEF] R F Y F ol 0.00, RP A
0. 985, 1t B [ I B 7R0 2 45 8 SL I, b2 52 R T R Ui 4K
B ARG s &80t 7 5% B KT« K5,
LA A B R 5 & R P AR R e R oG
R&D £ 4% |5 GDP [ % & Bf 2 K M TR A ¥
R&D LR A KL 5% B & KFH ¢ K1, i
T R R KL A S R B A A
(8) .« 5 bR BB ARy

InY =—12638. 746 — 0. 421nK + 0. 2441nL +
4209. 242D, + 38. 332D,

LAY AT LA P R S0 B 0 A A B 2 I A G R R

YRS RNV AP T N CNEE o2
LERE S RFER N TR AR 54 A 1 B IR
MISE R E BN 1% B0 & N B & R 7 ol 4
0. 244 %, 31X 5 & F) 5 FFFE R M TR R AE b
FHI R HAY) A o X B AT B 0 R — & BRI
A4 A SR N S5 BE LT Bl A N BLA AR 6. 4 %0 1 B
BB RFF A B3 SR B0 30 B R T e B AR
SN T 2 BB s 1 B A s TR BB T S S T R
FHE 2 e ORI T MG A B R BIF & B b 72
HHR A T A 4 B I sE &R RN 38. 332, 1] LU
A JT VI X — s R B B4 T FRHE KO A 1F
T ARTE RN B ARYL SR I 3058 T K& W01 v
40

f14 25 ] 5 DO AR B3R R 2R 05 R S5 AR T

DRED 2 B A K0 43 M. A |1 53 B
KF L RED Z BB M RECH —0.42, 5%
A7 B 5AR DG BEWTIE JLAE A3 RE&D & 28 LAY
B PR T AR R R i H R, R A
RE-D 2 288 A N B 1 BELAS T % A 7= L F AT L vk
b RED G BB AR FATNL 4 SR I AL Rl
FA1E T “RED £ 3% A7 GDP 373k — fi #0745 5 11
FRHON 4 209. 242 5% — LO AR B 5 IR R R i & A
7= T B 2 F 3, RED 3 AR = Bk T
LR LASR A B S T E BUR BOR AR
RE 7 LR AR 7 A B AR . B A RE
PR R 7 i K U3/ T RED 2 9 45 AR I 1Y
KR a5, & @ RED & B8 AN &l 7=
HIEA . B praiie gk RED &2 3
R M SRR T A7 Y A0 R R R i A & A
FehE AR R RED S 3R AR G R L A K
4 ZFrE5EW

VIR R0 N S e D VY S I AR SR SN T 2
Wi o S T AR & R 5 2 AR 1IN S i W kg B
FE 58 4 T35 72 A7 R 5 5 A 2 R TR D A )
KN A5 TEOR 5 L A= A E . L B



B A LA O K R e R R A

BT AR P TR AR A #E

1) 07 R 25 Al 45 e B I 18 v Bk 2 X R L AR U
e L PSRN PN E N1 Bii i B )
T E R N B R I TR I W R R A
) B RO

2) BRI A5 R&D 2 P AT HL. X A
S FE TR a8 MR o B At B R S
BRI E L BN 0B 45 T RS R 1) AR
28 9% A L AR S 1E F E8 B 5 ) & A5 O 1),
it i HL A A1) T RE S RK R X R B R PR 5
T H RED 2 30 8 A B [ 0] Ak vk K U
T E R E AR HBOR ., EXF RED 22
AN T) By B 1647 43 T AN A5 B DS Rt BF 5 21 % AR JF % B
F L A AR A T 2 B B B AR i R TR Y
B R S R IR

3) CJRF I 4 52 Jin i A 15 DA 0F BB K

#E 539 ,2008(5) : 109 —110.

[2] CASSIMAN B, VEUGELERS R. R&D Cooperation and
spillovers: some empirical evidence from Belgium[]]. Ameri-
can Economic Review,2002 (4):1169—1184.

[3] W, MR . LR 50K & AR LT]. Bl
BF5E,2009(10) :1502—1504.

[4] XTI . T B/ e 7k i T8 5 38 4 He T LA 28T .
B 928 51AR . 2008(12) : 110— 111.

[5] MICHAEL FRITSCH,GRIT FRANKE. Innovation, region-
al knowledge spillovers and R&D cooperation[ ]J]. Research
Policy, 2004(33) :245—255.

[6] REINHILDE VEUGELERSA,BRUNO CASSIMANA. R&.D
Cooperation between Firms and Universities, Some Empirical
Evidence from Belgian Manufacturing[ ] ]. International Jour-
nal of Industrial Organization, 2005 (23) :355—379.

L7004 8 B . Wb % Rk RS RED A M & 4 A 4y
Brid e bR 2% 24, 2006 (1) : 59 —60.

[8] Mhifid . MIpILA R BB A G = H IR T]. B
EHBFSE,2007(9) 1124 —125.

[O0 W 55, AW . L I BL ) 5 %60 T8 8l 55 b B 395 o A AR 5 iy ¢
T s M1, BHIFAS B, 2009(9) 55— 56.

[107 s . BB T4 % R AR St A9 3 SR 8 [0 ], ma R I Toll
Fe2E 2247 ,2004(6) ;81— 82,

JECR R AP A A A 5 4 T BOR LR R AL &
{9 St 200 D) » 0 2 44 SRk MLAE Bk 2 F 5 v A e 2
B AR BEAE S TR AR i bt B i 2 e A R4
JICAR e Al i R B A S 2 5 sk i D BE e
B TAEBUR P

S % ik

(1] 248 . BIpTLA 230308 K R B2 stk R 0 A L] Bh 4k

The Forecast of Patent Qutput and the Analysis of Influencing

Factors in Heilongjiang Province

LIU Chun-miao

(Heilongjiang Institute of Science and Technology, Haerbin 150027 ,China)

Abstract: According to the real data of Heilongjiang Province patent development from 2000 to 2008, established model of based on the least
squares method and Cobb-Douglas function,and made the future development trend of patent output forecast of Heilongjiang Province, and ana-
lyzed correlated factors affected patent output. The results shown that the future of the patent output for Heilongjiang Province would be increas-
ing within the next few years, and the growth rate of R&.D expenditures would be greater than the output of the patent; R&D input has no signifi-
cant effect on output of the patent, however the number of person, including scientists and engineers, and a variety of active policy with simulating
them significantly associated with the output of patent.

Key words: least squares method; Cobb-Douglas function;the output of patent
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