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Research on the Difference of the Innovation Ability of Wanjiang City Belt

YANG Chang-hui, DENG Xiao-zhou
(School of Management, Hefei University of Technology, Hefei 230009, China)

Abstract : This paper regards patent applications data from 2000 to 2012 on Wanjiang City belt as the representation of the regional innovation out-
put. Theil index is used to detect each city’s innovation ability and analyze the difference of them. What the research shows is that the innovation
ability of southern area with Wu Hu as the core is weaker than the north area with Hefei as the core. This can be known from the minus Theil in-
dex during 2000 to 2012 of patent applications in the southern area, whereas the plus index in the northern area. However, the Theil index of two
areas is approaching to zero, and the Theil index of the southern area is from the negative into the zero, which indicates that the innovation ability
in the southern area is developing faster. Overall, the unbalanced situation of Wanjiang City belt’s innovation ability will continue.

Key words: Wanjiang city belt; Theil index;innovation ability
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To Decipher IBM’s Business Model with Open Innovation

ZHI Hai-jie, ZHAO Xuan-wei, WANG Su-juan, XIA En-jun

(School of Management and Economics, Beijing Institute of Technology,Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: IBM was a huge success and efficient management monopoly company in the 1960s and 1970s. But its internal research refers completely
in-house. With the continuous development of technology, IBM’s employee turnover rate and new competitors are increasing; its technological in-
novation capability has been a huge challenge. IBM’s successful closed innovation model has gradually been replaced by new models, which is an
externally focused and open, adaptive strong business model.

Key words: open innovation; IBM Corporation ; business model
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