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The Influence of Regional Innovation Policy

on Micro-subject Innovation Behavior

——Based on the Study of Constructing Innovative Cities

YAN Yanyang, XIE Xiaofeng

(College of Finance and Statistics , Hunan University ,Changsha, Hunan

410079, China)

Abstract: Based on the Quasi-Natural Experiment of whether assigned as innovative cities,

the multi-period double difference method and the triple difference method are used to study the

promotion effect of innovative cities on corporate innovation and its impact mechanism. The study

finds that as an important part of the construction of an innovative country, innovative cities can

actively promote corporate innovation by enhancing the concentration of enterprises, improving

the service intensity of financial intermediaries, and expanding opening up. Nonpilot cities

should learn from these pioneering experiences and combine their own economic development to

introduce a series of policies to promote corporate innovation.

Key words:innovative cities; corporate innovation; impact mechanism



