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Empirical study on synergic innovative netw orks and innovation perfonm ance
of MEs

XIE Xuemei
School of M anagement ShanghailU niversity Shanghai200444 Chna

Abstract On the basis of a sample of 188 Chnese manufacturng SMEs this paper explores the re htbnship
beween different synergic nnovatve netwoiks and nnovation perfom ances of M E usng themethod of Stuc-
tural Equaton M odeling ( SEM). This study finds that the synergic nnovative netw otks such as“ fim-fim”,
“fim- ntemediaries” and “ fim- research oganizatons” have positve effects on nnovation perfomances of
MEs However there is no direct effect but indirect effect of “ fim— govemment” synergic netvork on nno-
vation performnance of MEs A lsa the study verifies that there is sgnificant difference in the effect of different
synergic nnovative netwoiks on nnovatbn perfomances of MEs of which “ fim-fim” synergy netork has
the most sign ificant positive mpacton the nnovation perfomance ofSMEs Moreover the paper indicates that
the vertical synergy w ith custamers supp liers and other fims hasmore sin ificant effect on nnovaton perfom-
ance of MEs than horizontal synegy

Key words MEs synergy mnovaton network mnnovaton perfomance SEM



