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Relationship between R&D Inputs and Performance Based on Knowledge
Potential Difference in Knowledge Alliance

Wang Yueping
(Business School of Central South University, Changsha 410083, China)

Abstract: This paper studied the relationship between R&D inputs and performance based on knowledge alliance,
and put forward an analysis model to put up mathematical analysis. The paper hold that the knowledge potential
difference was the causes of knowledge alliance, and it fundamentally affected the relationship between R&D
inputs and the performance. The evaluation of alliance performance must consider the changes in knowledge level.
The performance of knowledge alliance was a function of knowledge level and cooperation willingness. There was
not a conspicuous positive correlation between R&D inputs and performance. When knowledge potential difference
attained a certain degree, R&D inputs would have a positive impact on alliance performance. R&D inputs could
not be too much, or there would be a decline in performance. The stronger the cooperation willingness was, the
more conspicuous the positive correlation was in the relationship between R&D inputs and performance.

Key Words: Knowledge Alliance; Knowledge Potential Difference; R&D Inputs; Performance



