
sustainability

Hypothesis

Innovative Resources, Promotion Focus and
Responsible Innovation: The Moderating Roles of
Adaptive Governance

Xia Cao, Dan Lv * and Zeyu Xing *

School of Economics and Management, Harbin Engineering University, Harbin 150001, China;
tgzylddh@163.com or caoxia@hrbeu.edu.cn
* Correspondence: lddh283671881@hrbeu.edu.cn (D.L.); xingzeyusmile@163.com (Z.X.)

Received: 23 February 2020; Accepted: 1 April 2020; Published: 3 April 2020
����������
�������

Abstract: This paper discusses the relationship between innovative resources, promotion focus,
adaptive governance and responsible innovation. In accordance with the path of “demand—
motivation—behavior”, this paper takes adaptive governance as the moderator, and constructs
an influence relationship model of “innovative resources—promotion focus (adaptive governance)
—responsible innovation”. Then this paper takes 361 managers from above the middle management
level and the technical personnel of enterprises as the investigation objects, and conducts empirical
research by using the structural equation model. The results show that: (1) innovative resources
have a significant positive impact on responsible innovation; (2) promotion focus partially mediates
the effect of innovative resources on responsible innovation; (3) adaptive governance has a positive
moderating effect on the relationship between innovative resources and responsible innovation.
The results enrich the quantitative research of responsible innovation, reveal the internal mechanism of
innovative resources affecting responsible innovation, provide a new way for technological innovation
governance and provide a new way of thinking for the transformation from the traditional innovation
paradigm into a sustainable innovation paradigm.

Keywords: innovative resources; promotion focus; adaptive governance; responsible innovation

1. Introduction

Emerging technologies represented by nanotechnology, transgenic technology, stem cell research,
biomedical technology, nuclear energy, robotics and military security technology are regarded as
controversial examples of technological innovation, causing research and policy concerns regarding
the social control of technology, ethical security and other aspects [1]. The traditional paradigm of
innovation is concerned with the advancement of technology and the enhancement of economic effects,
while addressing the social crisis that may arise from innovation activities, and the problems of social
ethics and social desirability arising from the innovation itself [2]. As a new management paradigm,
responsible innovation means the change in the existing innovation paradigm, and explores the future
of innovation to make innovation meet social needs as well as moral and ethical constraints, which is
an inevitable decision made by society to achieve sustainable development [3]. However, whether to
embrace responsible innovation is an important question for an enterprise that would need to gives up
“high efficiency” and “low cost” procedures to then be able to carry out this type of innovation.

According to resource-based theory, the performance of corporate responsibility behavior depends
on whether an enterprise has available abundant resources [4]. At present, some scholars have discussed
the relationship between innovative resources and responsible innovation. Zhang took the big data
industry as the research object, constructed a theoretical framework based on inclusion, anticipation,
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responsiveness and reflexivity, and discussed the relationship between innovative resources and the
development efficiency of technology (privacy security technology, data acquisition, data utilization
and data regulation) [5]. Antel took the field of fetal surgery as the research object and explored the
relationship between innovative resources and the technical ethics of fetal surgery using case study
methods [6]. Lukovics compared the innovation environment of Hungary and the Netherlands using
the social technology integration research method, and explored the impact of R & D costs and the
number of R & D personnel on responsible innovation [7]. However, the above research only uses
qualitative research methods to explore the impact of innovative resources on responsible innovation;
the research ignores the internal mechanism of the impact of innovative resources on responsible
innovation. Therefore, this article attempts to verify the research results of previous scholars by
using qualitative research methods, and then further explores the mechanism of innovative resources
affecting responsible innovation. Relevant research have shown that the resources of enterprises
determine the needs of enterprises, and the needs of enterprises lead to behavioral motivation [8].
Some studies confirmed that there is a significant relationship between resources and behavioral
motivation [9–11]. Brekke and Girard also demonstrated the relationship between motivation and
responsible behavior [12,13]. Therefore, this article attempts to introduce motivation into the research
model to explore what kind of motivation plays an intermediary role between innovative resources
and responsible innovation. In addition, the regulation focus theory has important applications in the
study of corporate behavior motivation [14]. The regulatory focus theory divides the basic motivation
of enterprises into two types: the promotion focus and the prevention focus. The promotion focus
means that enterprises tend to pursue more efficient behavior patterns and pay attention to the growth
of other enterprises, while the prevention focus means that enterprises are more willing to maintain the
status quo and pay attention to the stability and safety of other enterprises [15]. Companies that focus
on growth and development will also take their social responsibilities into account to ensure their
long-term development [16]. Scholars verified the relationship between corporate growth and corporate
social responsibility behavior using empirical methods [17,18]. It can be concluded that the demand of
enterprises caused by innovative resources will affect the behavioral motivation of enterprises and
further promote the emergence of corporate responsibility behavior. According to the hierarchy of
needs theory and the corporate behavior theory, we can know that behavior is driven by motivation,
and motivation is stimulated by demand, which promotes enterprise behavior intended to meet
demand [19]. Many scholars have applied the demand-motivation-behavior framework to the category
of business management. Liang followed the research path of enterprise demand-motivation-behavior,
and discussed the requirements of innovative resources at different stages of enterprise development
impact on corporate goals and behaviors. Finally, Liang found the consistency of enterprise needs and
cooperative relationship behaviors [20]. Huang studied the motivation of enterprises to join a brand
alliance by examining the path of corporate demand-motivation-behavior [21]. Therefore, based on the
path of “demand-motivation-behavior”, this article takes innovative resources as the starting point,
and explores the impact of corporate demand caused by different innovative resources on promotion
focus and responsible innovation behavior. We inferred from this examination that the impact of
innovative resources on responsible innovation is likely to be achieved by a promotion focus.

In addition, government is an important external stakeholder for an enterprise, whose regulatory
approach will greatly affect the implementation of responsible innovation [22].Faced with ethical safety
issues in innovation activities, governments of various countries have promulgated a series of policies
and measures to promote responsible innovation. These policy measures include the European Union’s
“Horizon 2020” 8th R & D framework plan [23], the American “National Nano Plan Environmental,
Health and Safety Strategic Research Plan” [24] and the Chinese “13th five-year plan for scientific and
technological innovation” [25]. It can see that the government governance method plays an important
role in discussing the social issues of technological innovation. But at present, scholars have not reached
a unified conclusion on the topic of the relationship between government governance and responsible
innovation. Chen and Hofmann thought that public policies for innovation issued by the government
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would urge enterprises to consider moral and ethical issues during the process of innovation and create
a positive external environment for enterprises to implement responsible innovation [26,27]; Roeser,
Xue and other scholars thought that the government’s technology governance policies distort the
information symmetry among stakeholders and hinder the implementation of responsible innovation
strategies [28,29]. The inconsistency of previous research conclusions may be due to the fact that
scholars regard enterprises and government as if they are two independent individuals, and ignore
the interactions between government and enterprise during the process of policy formulation and
implementation. Adaptive governance by contrast emphasizes that during the process of policy
formulation and implementation, the government and enterprises maintain communication, share
resources and learn from each other to ensure the sustainability and accuracy of the government’s
policy [30]. In the existing literature, scholars mostly applied adaptive governance to environmental
governance [31], shared economy supervision [32] and local project management [33]. Few scholars
explored the regulatory role of adaptive governance in the process of responsible innovation activities.
Therefore, this paper introduces the concept of adaptive governance to explore whether adaptive
governance creates a favorable environment for responsible innovation and promotes the smooth
development of responsible innovation.

This paper makes up for the shortcomings of previous studies and constructs a conceptual
model of “innovative resources—promotion focus (adaptive governance)—responsible innovation”
with promotion focus as the mediator variable and adaptive governance as the moderator variable.
In addition, we analyze the internal mechanism of the impact of innovative resources on responsible
innovation and the moderating effect of adaptive governance between innovative resources and
responsible innovation, reveal the driving of the development of responsible innovation and provide a
way to realize the sustainable development of technology and society.

2. Theoretical Background and Hypothesis Development

2.1. Definition of Related Concepts

2.1.1. Innovative Resources

Halme believed that the available innovative resources underpinning responsible innovation
activities include the number of shares issued, assets and liabilities, the amount of professional
knowledge stored, the amount of intellectual property owned, the extent of R & D cooperation
and corporate reputation [34]. Petraite divided resources into four categories: financial support,
researchers and developers, corporate reputation and social relations [35]. Chou believed that
corporate capital, the relationship between enterprises, society and stakeholders, has an impact on
responsible innovation [36]. Based on the research of the above scholars, it can see that the innovative
resources required for responsible innovation include not only the resources that directly affect
enterprises’ innovation (money, knowledge, technology), but also the external relationship capital that
indirectly affects enterprises’ innovation activities. Since people can be carriers of knowledge and
technology [37], we divide innovative resources into three categories: financial capital, human capital
and social capital.

2.1.2. Responsible Innovation

The United States first proposed the concept of “responsible development” in the “Law on the
research and development of nanotechnology in the 21st century”, which focused on maximizing
the positive significance of nanotechnology to promote social progress while reducing the negative
impact of technological innovation in order to address the most urgent social needs of the country [38].
Afterwards, the discussion about “responsible innovation” increased gradually. Scholars defined
the concept of responsible innovation from different perspectives. Van den Hoven focused on the
description of the concept of responsible innovation itself by defining it as an activity or process,
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which leads to the extension of unknown elements related to the physical world, the conceptual world
and the institutional world in the process of innovation, so as to expand the set of cognition and action
selection [39]. Cavally paid attention to the internal attributes and evaluation criteria of responsible
innovation, and believed that responsible innovation is a future oriented, uncertain, complex and
collective behavior, and that the results of innovation need to effectively meet social, moral and
ethical needs [40]. Mei paid attention to the governance and communication structure of responsible
innovation, and believed that responsible innovation is a transparent and interactive process, in which
social actors and innovators take responsibility for each other, so as to realize the moral acceptability,
sustainability and social satisfaction of the innovation process, making scientific and technological
progress properly embedded in social development [41]. Combined with the existing research, this paper
defines responsible innovation in this way: in the early stage of innovation, enterprises include many
stakeholders participating in decision-making and predicting the impact of innovation on society.
During the process of innovation, based on the progress of R & D activities and the goals set in the early
stage, enterprises should reflect on their own behavior to make sure that the innovation process and
results meet moral and social expectations, to achieve scientific and technological progress and finally
to make scientific and technological progress properly embedded in social development. Compared
with the traditional innovation paradigm, the characteristics of responsible innovation mainly embody
the following four aspects: inclusion, anticipation, responsiveness and reflexivity. Among them,
inclusion is reflected in the participation of a wider range of stakeholders in innovation activities;
anticipation is reflected in the forward-looking analysis of innovation activities; responsiveness is
reflected in the recognition and retrial of the innovation process and structure by the innovation subject;
reflexivity is reflected in the establishment of a continuous adaptive process between the innovation
subject and the external, so as to rectify the deviation of innovation activities [42].

2.1.3. Promotion Focus

In order to achieve a specific goal, an individual or organization will try to change or control their
own thoughts or methods. This process is called self-regulation. In the process of self-regulation, an
individual or organization shows a specific inclination or tendency, which is called regulatory focus [43].
Based on the different motivations of individuals or organizations to pursue goals, they are generally
divided into having a promotion focus or a prevention focus [44]. Enterprises with a promotion
focus will show the pursuit of “self value”. Such enterprises are not constrained by specific goals and
tasks, actively face risks and use new ideas and methods to achieve an ideal state beyond the tasks
and goals [45]. In contrast with the prevention focus, a promotion focus can guide an enterprise to
proactively establish contact with customers, experts and other external related groups and to obtain
various information, knowledge, experience and methods related to creative task objectives through
relationship construction and information seeking [46]. Therefore, this paper attempts to introduce
the promotion focus into the influence relationship of “innovative resources–responsible innovation”,
and reveals the role of promotion focus.

2.1.4. Adaptive Governance

At the end of the 20th century, Holling et al. criticized the top-down and efficiency oriented
rigid management mode. At the same time, they proposed adaptive management and hypothesized
that policies should be tested, learned and improved according to the changing environment [47].
With the continuous development of adaptive management in the field of public management,
the original dimension of learning and change has been added to the dimension of cross level
communication, forming the concept of adaptive governance [48]. Adaptive governance means
that both the government and stakeholders play an important role in the policy-making process,
which contributes to the formulation of adaptive, inclusive, people-oriented and sustainable policies to
ensure the clarity and accuracy of legal policies, facilitates coordination to reduce conflicts between the
government and enterprises in the short term and makes weak government intervention have stronger
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effects [49]. Therefore, compared with traditional regulation, the characteristic of adaptive governance
can encourage enterprises to participate in the policy-making process and share public and private
resources in the process of policy development, meaning the government can formulate sustainable
and inclusive policies in line with the current market environment and social environment based on
the current situation for industry.

2.2. The Effect of Innovative Resources on Responsible Innovation

The demand level of enterprises includes survival demand, development demand and self
realization demand [50]. When survival needs promote the development of enterprises, enterprises
mainly focus on meeting their economic and legal responsibilities to achieve profits and accumulate
funds [51]; when the demand of enterprises rises to encompass demand for development, enterprises
increasingly consider assuming ethical responsibilities. At this time, enterprises need to meet the
interest demands of their stakeholders [52]; when the demand rises to become self realization demand,
enterprises are more willing to take the initiative to assume social responsibility roles. This means
the survival needs of enterprises are the long-term basis of development needs and self realization
needs [53]. Enterprises will only consider assuming ethical responsibilities after they have achieved
sufficient fund accumulation [7]. Therefore, in the early stage of innovation, enterprises with sufficient
funds often have remaining capacity to slow down their innovation efficiency properly; they can use
forward-looking analysis to explore and evaluate the possible consequences of innovation, and improve
their ability to control and predict the risks of innovation activities, finally enabling them to promote
the implementation of responsible innovation. In addition, abundant human capital often coexists with
heterogeneous knowledge and interdisciplinary knowledge within the enterprise, which is conducive to
a comprehensive understanding and in-depth understanding of the problems in the process of scientific
and technological innovation, forming an effective “early warning mechanism” [3]. Under such a
mechanism, on the one hand, enterprises can adjust their behavior patterns in time when they feel that
they lack knowledge and control of innovation, and they can correct their own behaviors so that their
technological innovation activities and the external environment are dynamically matched, so as to
develop a response supporting their social values [54]; in addition, this mechanism can encourage
enterprises to reflect on the premise assumption, requirements, objectives, implementation process and
results of innovation itself, thereby enabling them to re-examine the innovation problem [55]. Finally,
the increase of social capital means there is also an increase of enterprise stakeholders. In order to
survive and develop, the behavior of an enterprise should conform to a series of explicit or implicit
behavior norms, and address the interests or emotional needs of all stakeholders to the maximum
extent [56]. Therefore, with the continuous increase of social capital during the process of innovation,
there are discussions on the scope of authority, role, division of labor and interdisciplinary cooperation
involving innovation subjects (sociologists, philosophers, educators, etc.) in a wider range [57].
Enterprises listen to the demands of different stakeholders for innovation, coordinate the conflicts
among stakeholders and achieve the compatibility of scientific and technological innovation activities
to promote the implementation of responsible innovation [58]. Based on the above analysis, this paper
proposes the following hypothesis:

Hypothesis 1. Innovative resources have a direct positive impact on responsible innovation.

2.3. The Intermediary Role of Promotion Focus between Innovative Resources and Responsible Innovation

(1) The effect of innovative resources on promotion focus
On the one hand, abundant financial capital can prevent capital competition between internal

departments and teams, reduce internal restrictions and maintain stable financial performance [59].
Enterprises with stable cash flow can effectively alleviate managers’ concerns about the survival and
safety of their enterprises, meaning these enterprises could then pay attention to their development and
self realization, stimulate their demand for self realization, become more willing and able to participate



Sustainability 2020, 12, 2860 6 of 19

in new projects, pursue challenging tasks to realize “self value” and form a promotion focus [60].
On the other hand, abundant social capital and human capital mean that enterprises’ ability to acquire
and absorb information increases [61]. With the continuous absorption and integration of external
heterogeneous knowledge, enterprises will present a diversified state of information, which will help
enterprises to form a sensitive perception mechanism, find potential risks ahead of competitors and
conduct timely control actions [62]. With the continuous enhancement of risk tolerance, enterprises
are more willing to adjust their own technology, methods, products and services according to the
continuous changes of the external environment, so that they can show their competitive advantages in
a dynamic market environment, transform a stability strategy into an expansion strategy, and promote
the formation of a promotion focus [63].

(2) The effect of a promotion focus on responsible innovation
First of all, a promotion focus will drive enterprises to actively establish contact with customers,

experts, other teams and other external related groups, and enterprises could then seek external
information, knowledge, experience and methods that are conducive to their growth [64]. After
understanding the heterogeneous knowledge, background and values of their stakeholders, enterprises
can then effectively deal with unexpected results generated by innovation under the premise of widely
considering social, environmental, moral and other factors, and form “forward-looking governance”
to guide technological innovation activities towards the direction of moral and ethical acceptability
and social expectation satisfaction [65]. In addition, a promotion focus drives enterprises to constantly
obtain new and useful information from the outside world and implement feedback, which helps
them to form a mirror image of their own behavior, commitment and ability [66]. A feedback mirror
helps enterprises to recognize their own cognitive deficiencies, formulate innovation goals, adopt
research methods, establish research models and establish research management systems, meaning it
can help enterprises to re-examine their scientific principles and principles; in addition, a feedback
mirror is conducive to the effective response to and control of technological innovation incidents,
the correct guidance and real-time correction of innovation activities, and the development of a response
adapting the innovation evolution process to social values and then promoting the implementation of
responsible innovation [67]. Finally, a promotion focus drives enterprises to try new ideas by combining
their own knowledge, carrying out organizational change to seek the realization of self-worth and
showing strong perseverance in this process, while corporate responsibility behavior is one of the
main ways to achieve self-worth [68]. Therefore, a promotion focus will encourage enterprises to
change their traditional innovation paradigm, regard innovation activities as a collective behavior
involving enterprises, policy makers and the public, coordinate the emotional conflicts among the
main bodies of technological innovation activities, improve the inclusiveness of innovation activities,
embed technological innovation activities in social development and realize responsible innovation [69].
Based on the above analysis, this paper proposes the following hypothesis:

Hypothesis 2. Promotion focus plays an intermediary role between innovative resources and
responsible innovation.

2.4. The Regulatory Role of Adaptive Governance between Innovative Resources and Responsible Innovation

The “Polanyi science community” suggested that enterprises often lack self-examination of
ethics and morality in their innovation activities, and lack the ability to predict the future based on
their innovation practices [70]. Therefore, government intervention affects the relationship between
innovative resources and responsible innovation to a certain extent. This study discusses the moderating
role of adaptive governance covering three aspects: corporate participation in policy formulation,
corporate resource sharing during policy formulation and weak government intervention in policy
implementation. First of all, adaptive governance encourages enterprises to participate in policy-making
so enterprises can realize their role as social citizens, consciously avoid the negative impacts of science
and technology and assume responsibility for predicting and evaluating the consequences of science
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and technology [71]. However, the main aims of corporate financial capital are to pursue “high
efficiency” and “low costs”, bringing constant capital flow to the enterprise [72]. In an adaptive
governance environment, the sense of responsibility of an enterprise as a social citizen will promote it
to give up its one-sided pursuit of “efficiency” and “cost”, and change the goal of using financial capital
to pursue short-term financial performance into a use of sufficient finance capital that slows down
the innovation process, constantly tests and evaluates during the innovation process and changes
or even interrupts the work immediately in case of any malpractice or danger, so as to achieve the
institutional coupling of an innovation evolution process response to social value [73]. In addition,
in the adaptive governance environment, in addition to participating in policy-making, enterprises
will also share public and private resources with the government in the process of policy-making to
ensure the accuracy of policy-making [74]. The integration of government resources and enterprise
resources enables enterprise resources to have public value and tends to transform their business
objectives from purely economic ones into a combination of economic and social goals [71]. It not only
encourages enterprises to use technological advancement and economic growth as evaluation criteria,
but also integrate the acceptability of moral ethics and the satisfaction of social needs and expectations
into the evaluation criteria of innovation performance, so as to realize the public value of science and
technology [75]. Finally, in the process of policy implementation, the policies formulated by adaptive
governance not only alleviate the target conflict between the government and the enterprise, but also
conform to the market environment of the industry where the enterprise is located, and weakens the
concern of the enterprise about government intervention damaging the value of enterprise [76]. In this
case, the goal consistency between the enterprise and the government becomes stronger, which not
only ensures the interests of the enterprise, but also addresses the government’s demand for public
value, reduces the risk associated with the enterprise’s implementation of the policy and encourages
the enterprise to make use of their existing innovative resources, actively implement the issued policies
and regulations, fulfill the ethical responsibility emphasized by the government and ensure there is a
public value of technological innovation [77]. Based on the above analysis, this paper proposes the
following hypothesis:

Hypothesis 3. Adaptive governance plays a regulatory role between innovative resources and
responsible innovation.

The conceptual model of this study is shown in Figure 1.
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3. Research Method and Data Survey

3.1. Source and Process of Questionnaire Survey

In this paper, the data are collected by means of questionnaires. The respondents are middle-level
and above managers as well as technical R&D personnel, both of which have a better understanding of
innovative resources, responsible innovation, regulatory focus of enterprise and adaptive governance
of the region where the enterprise is located. There are two reasons for choosing middle-level and
above managers and technical R & D personnel. First, the innovation activities of enterprises are
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mainly completed by technical R & D personnel, who have a certain understanding of the amount
of innovative resources available and the establishment of management systems in technological
innovation. Secondly, the middle-level and above managers of an enterprise often have a better
understanding of the operation process of the enterprise; to ensure the legitimacy of the organization,
they will continue to pay attention to the relevant policies on technological innovation. In addition,
we mainly sent questionnaires to biomedicine, artificial intelligence, nanotechnology, nuclear energy
and other industries. We chose these rapidly innovating industries because emerging technologies have
become the driving force of social development, while moral issues such as food safety, environmental
pollution and social ethics gradually emerged as well. People are beginning to recognize the two sides
of technological innovation.

This survey was conducted with two main preliminary steps. First of all, with the assistance
of companies that cooperate with the research group and the university (mainly concentrated in
Heilongjiang, Jilin, Liaoning and other northern regions of China), the companies participating in the
survey were determined. Second, we got in touch with the presidents of alumni associations in Beijing,
Hebei, Henan, Shandong, Shanghai, Zhejiang, Chongqing and obtained their support. We selected the
appropriate research company and then contacted the target company to obtain their support for the
survey. The survey response method mainly involved on-the-spot responses. Before conducting the
survey, we explained the relevant terms involved in the questionnaire, then the respondents began to
fill out the questionnaire when they fully understood its relevant terms. For a small number of people
who found on-the-spot surveys inconvenient, we sent the prepared questionnaire to the respondents
by email, explained the terms appearing in the questionnaire through telephone communication and
provided for the questionnaire to be submitted within two weeks (for those who did not submit on
time, we urged them to submit twice, and for those who did not submit afterwards, we gave up).

This survey focuses on October 2018 to May 2019. After eight months, the data of middle-level and
above managers and technical R & D personnel from 187 enterprises were finally collected. The industry
includes pharmaceutical biology, artificial intelligence, nanotechnology, nuclear energy and other
industries. A total of 500 questionnaires were distributed in this survey. We removed two types of
invalid samples: first, the questionnaire was not completed, which meant more than half of the items in
a single variable were not answered; second, the questionnaire that was suspected to not be answered
seriously, which mainly manifested in obviously regular answers. Finally, 361 valid questionnaires were
collected from 187 companies, and the effective recovery rate was 72.2%. Among the 361 respondents,
there are more males, accounting for 61.43% of the total; the education level of the respondents was
mainly possessing a master’s degree, which accounted for 55.17% of the total respondents; the working
tenure of the respondents was predominately 1–5 years, accounting for 61.54% of the total; the industries
of the respondents were mainly concentrated in biomedicine, artificial intelligence, nanotechnology,
nuclear energy, accounting for 83.33% of the total. In addition, among the 187 enterprises, large
enterprises accounted for 13.5%, while medium and small enterprises accounted for 86.5%.

3.2. Variable Measurement

The measurement of variables involved using a Likert 5-scale to compare the four aspects of
enterprise innovative resources, promotion focus, responsible innovation and adaptive governance
with the same industry, scoring from 1 to 5, where “1” means “very disagree”, “5” means “very agree”,
and so on. The interviewees evaluated the current situation of their enterprises according to their
subjective perceptions. The scale design is shown in Table 1.
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Table 1. The design of the variable scale.

Variable Item References

Innovative
resources

IR1. Compared with the same industry, enterprises have good profitability
and can provide sufficient financial support for innovation activities.

Halme [34]IR2. Compared with the same industry, the enterprise has a strong R & D
team, and team members can communicate with other members according
to their own knowledge accumulation to maximize the use of team
knowledge.
IR3. Compared with the same industry, the R & D personnel of enterprises
have higher scientific research quality, and can usually complete innovation
projects with high quality.
IR4. Compared with the same industry, enterprises are closely related to
external stakeholders such as suppliers, distributors and governments.
IR5. Compared with the same industry, enterprises tend to cooperate with
external R & D teams to jointly develop new technologies.

Promotion
focus

PRO1. Enterprises are willing to try high-risk, high return projects.
Neubert [78],
Chen [79]

PRO2. The key point of an enterprise is to complete the task of expansion,
and at the same time, to think about how to realize the self realization needs
of the enterprise under the condition of ensuring profits.
PRO3. Enterprises tend to actively establish contact with customers, experts
and other external related groups and obtain the required information.
PRO4. Enterprises will use new ideas and methods to achieve the ideal
state beyond tasks and goals.

Responsible
innovation

IRR1. Enterprises have a wider range of stakeholders in innovation
activities, whose basic actors include innovators, people and policy makers. Mei [2],

Stilgoe [3]IRR2. In the early stage of innovation activities, enterprises can make
forward-looking analysis on the future impact of activities, so as to guide
innovation activities to the direction of moral acceptability and social
satisfaction, and realize the controllable risk of innovation activities.
IRR3. In the process of innovation, enterprises repeatedly reflect on the
assumptions, requirements, objectives, implementation process and results
of innovation itself.
IRR4. The behavior subject and governance mode of innovation activities of
enterprises are established in the process of interaction, sustainability and
adaptability, so as to realize the correct guidance and real-time correction of
innovation activities.

Adaptive
governance

AG1. There is a “bridge organization” in the industry where the enterprise
is located, which can help the enterprise to establish a cooperative
relationship with the government. Clark [30]
AG2. In the process of cooperation between the government and
enterprises, the government constantly improves the existing policies
according to the knowledge and technology provided by enterprises.
AG3. The government is willing to cross political boundaries and listen to
the opinions of enterprises in the process of policy-making.
AG4. Enterprises participate in the whole process of government
policy-making, including analyzing problems, making solutions and
making decisions.

4. Results

4.1. The Results of the Measurement Model

4.1.1. Analysis Results of Homologous Variance

Since all variables involved in this study were reported by a senior manager, the relationship
between variables may be affected by homologous bias. Therefore, in this study, the correlation
coefficient between test variables was used to test the homologous deviation of data. The largest
correlation coefficient between variables was 0.805, obviously less than 0.9, which indicates that there
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was no obvious homologous deviation in the survey data, which can be used for further data analysis
and hypothesis testing.

4.1.2. Reliability and Validity Test Results

In this paper, Cronbach’s α coefficient was used to test the reliability of the questionnaire.
The Cronbach’s α coefficients of all variables were between 0.894–0.914, all of which were greater than
0.7. The CITC (Corrected Item-Total Correlation) was greater than 0.4, indicating that the reliability
of the questionnaire was good [80]; the factor load was greater than 0.6, variance interpretation was
greater than 60% and the KMO (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) value was greater than 0.7, all of which indicated
that the validity of the questionnaire was good. The reliability and validity test results of specific items
are shown in Table 2.

Table 2. The reliability and validity test of the scale.

Variable Item Factor
Loading Cronbach’s α CITC Cronbach’s

α Deleted
Variance

Interpretation % KMO

Innovative
resources

IR1 0.845

0.909

0.756 0.893

73.509 0.881
IR2 0.857 0.769 0.890
IR3 0.881 0.806 0.882
IR4 0.868 0.785 0.886
IR5 0.836 0.743 0.895

Promotion
focus

PRO1 0.906

0.914

0.826 0.874

79.528 0.848
PRO2 0.900 0.817 0.877
PRO3 0.893 0.766 0.896
PRO4 0.867 0.807 0.891

Responsible
innovation

IRR1 0.876

0.894

0.774 0.860

75.948 0.845
IRR2 0.879 0.778 0.859
IRR3 0.865 0.756 0.866
IRR4 0.866 0.758 0.866

Adaptive
governance

AG1 0.860

0.898

0.750 0.877

76.610 0.835
AG2 0.877 0.776 0.867
AG3 0.879 0.778 0.866
AG4 0.885 0.788 0.863

4.2. Test Results of Structural Equation Model

This paper used AMOS 17.0 to measure “innovative resources–promotion focus (adaptive
governance)–responsible innovation”, and the results are shown in Figure 2. The model fitting index
all met the requirements and indicated that the model has good fitness.Sustainability 2020, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW 11 of 25 
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Figure 2. The influence relationship model of innovative resources, promotion focus and
responsible innovation.

From Figure 2, we can see that CMIN/DF is 2.6 < 5; GFI, AGFI, CFI, IFI and NFI are all greater
than 0.9; PGFI is 0.64 > 0.5; RMSEA is 0.064 < 0.08; RMR is 0.022 < 0.05. The results show that the
fitting degree of the model is good [81].
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From Table 3, we can see that the standardized path of the impact of innovative resources on
responsible innovation is 0.567, and had a p-value greater than p < 0.001, indicating that innovative
resources have a significant positive impact on responsible innovation, meaning hypothesis H1 is
supported. In addition, the standardized impact of innovative resources on promotion focus is
estimated to be 0.94, and had a p-value greater than p < 0.001, indicating that innovative resources
have a significant positive impact on responsible innovation, while the standardized path of promotion
focus on responsible innovation is 0.48, and had a p-value greater than p < 0.001, indicating that the
promotion focus has a significant positive impact on responsible innovation. Based on the above
analysis, innovative resources have a significant positive impact on the promotion focus, and promotion
focus has a significant positive impact on responsible innovation, which provides the basis for the next
step to test the mediation effect of a promotion focus.

Table 3. Structural Equation Model Standardized Path Coefficients and Significance.

Standardized Estimates S.E. C.R. p

Innovative resources→ Responsible innovation 0.567 0.082 6.418 ***
Innovative resources→ Promotion focus 0.940 0.085 17.673 ***

Promotion focus→ Responsible innovation 0.478 0.051 5.490 ***

*** denotes significant levels at 1%, respectively [82].

4.3. Test Results of Mediation Effect of Promotion Focus

Compared with the step-by-step test and Sobel test, the trust interval method using bootstrap
technology is a more powerful test method. By using the trust interval method of bootstrap technology,
it is easy to get the results of robustness analysis, which overcomes the problems of low ability and
biased test results associated with the step-by-step test and Sobel test. Therefore, this paper used
bootstrap technology to repeatedly sample 2000 times and set a 95% confidence interval to test the
mediation effect of promotion focus. The inspection results are shown in Table 4.

Table 4. The mediation effect test for facilitating focus.

Variable Point Estimation
Bootstrapping

Product of
Coefficients

Bias-Corrected Percentile
95% CI 95% CI

S.E. Z Lower Upper Lower Upper

Total Effect
Innovative resources→

Promotion focus→
Responsible innovation

0.945 0.048 16.688 0.857 1.051 0.857 1.047

Indirect Effect
Innovative resources→

Promotion focus→
Responsible innovation

0.417 0.197 2.177 0.100 0.894 0.091 0.869

Direct Effect
Innovative resources→
Responsible innovation 0.528 0.205 2.576 0.096 0.895 0.082 0.887

According to Table 4, the estimated point value of the total effect of “innovative resources–
promotion focus–responsible innovation” is 0.945. Under a 95% confidence interval, the confidence
interval of bias corrected is (0.857,1.051), the confidence interval of percentile is (0.857,1.047) and the
confidence interval does not contain 0 [83], indicating that the total effect is significant; the indirect effect
of “innovative resources–promotion focus–responsible innovation” is also significant. The estimated
value of point is 0.417, under a 95% confidence interval, the confidence interval of bias corrected
is (0.1,0.894), the confidence interval percentile is (0.091,0.869) and the confidence interval does not
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contain 0, indicating that the indirect effect is significant; the estimated value of the point of direct effect
of “innovative resources–promotion focus–responsible innovation” is 0.528 under a 95% confidence
interval, while the corrected confidence interval of bias is (0.091,0.869). The confidence interval
percentile is (0.082,0.887), and the confidence interval does not contain 0, indicating that the direct effect
is significant. It can be concluded that promotion focus has an intermediary role between innovative
resources and responsible innovation, assuming that H2 is supported.

4.4. Test Results of Moderating Effect of Adaptive Governance

The hierarchical regression results of the moderating effect of adaptive governance in the process
of the impact of innovative resources on responsible innovation and the moderating effect of promotion
focus on the impact of responsible innovation are shown in Table 5. Model 1 introduces responsible
innovation as the dependent variable and innovative resources as the independent variable for
regression analysis. The regression coefficient is 0.912, which is significant at the level of p < 0.01.
This further proved that hypothesis H1 is supported. Afterwards, on the basis of model 1, adjustment
variable adaptive governance was introduced to build model 2. The regression results show that
the regression coefficient of adaptive governance is 0.625, which is significant at the level of p < 0.01,
indicating that adaptive governance is suitable. Then, based on model 2, the cross product of innovative
resources and adaptive governance was added. The regression coefficient for responsible innovation
is 0.234, which is significant at the level of p < 0.05. At the same time, R2 is increased from 0.831 to
0.897, and the explanatory power of the model is gradually enhanced, which showed that adaptive
governance is related to the impact of innovative resources on responsible innovation, suggesting that
H3 is valid. The corresponding regulatory effect is shown in Figure 3.

Table 5. The results of hierarchical regression analysis of adjustment effect of adaptive governance on
accountability innovation.

Responsible Innovation
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

Independent variable
Innovative resources 0.912 *** 0.234 *** 0.228 ***
Moderator variable

Adaptive governance 0.625 *** 0.501 ***
Moderating effect

Innovative resources × Adaptive governance 0.234 **
R2 0.831 0.896 0.897

∆R2 0.065 0.001

***, ** denotes significant levels at 1%, 5%, respectively [82].
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resources and responsible innovation.
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From the above discussion, we have come to the following conclusions: firstly, by testing the
structural equation model consisting of three variables: innovative resources, promotion orientation
and adaptive governance, we can see that hypothesis 1 is supported; secondly, we used bootstrap
technology to repeatedly sample 2000 times and set a 95% confidence interval to test the mediation effect
of a promotion focus, which showed that hypothesis 2 is supported; finally, the step by step regression
method was used to test the moderating role of adaptive governance and indicated hypothesis 3 is
supported. These results are shown in Table 6.

Table 6. The Summary of hypothesis test results.

Hypotheses Supported or Not Supported

Hypothesis 1: Innovative resources have a positive impact on
responsible innovation. Supported

Hypothesis 2: Promotion focus plays a mediation role between innovative
resources and responsible innovation. Supported

Hypothesis 3: Adaptive governance plays a regulatory role between
innovative resources and responsible innovation. Supported

5. Discussion

This paper focuses on the ethical and moral issues of technological innovation. It explores the
relationship between innovative resources, promotion focus, responsible innovation and the moderating
role of adaptive governance from the perspective of needs, motivation and behavior. This article uses a
survey of 187 companies in Heilongjiang, Jilin, Liaoning, Beijing and Shanghai to obtain 361 valid data.
Then the data were analyzed by using the structural equation model, trust interval method and step by
step regression method. The research results show that innovative resources have a significant positive
impact on responsible innovation. Innovative resources (including financial capital, human capital
and social capital) can improve enterprises’ risk prediction ability, introspection ability, responsiveness
to the external environment and inclusiveness towards promoting the implementation of responsible
innovation. In addition, a promotion focus plays a partially mediating role between innovative
resources and responsible innovation. When innovative resources are gradually abundant, the needs of
the company will gradually transform from the needs of survival to the needs of self-realization, and the
company’s attention will expand towards sustainable development and self-realization. The company
will then form a promotion focus. Promotion focus focuses on the growth and development of
enterprises, and further promotes the implementation of responsible innovation, that is, promotion
focus has a mediating role by encouraging innovative resources and responsible innovation. Finally,
adaptive governance positively regulates the relationship between innovative resources and responsible
innovation. Adaptive governance allows enterprises to participate in policy formulation, public-private
resource sharing in the process of policy formulation and weak government intervention in enterprises
during the implementation of policies, which increase the impact of innovative resources on responsible
innovation. The theoretical contributions and implications for practice of this study, as well as the
limitations of this research, are summarized below.

5.1. Theoretical Contributions

Responsible innovation is an important subject in the field of technological innovation. The focus
of past research was to study the impact of existing enterprise innovative resources on responsible
innovation through qualitative research [5,6]. The results of some of past research were also confirmed
by employing the quantitative methods used in this paper. However, some studies have ignored the
inherent mechanism of innovative resources affecting responsible innovation. Therefore, we further
explored the impact of three types of innovative resources, financial capital, human capital and
relational capital on responsible innovation, then we revealed the mechanism by which different types
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of innovative resources affect responsible innovation. Finally, we enriched the quantitative research
results of responsible innovation.

Moreover, the influence of the innovation resources on responsible innovation is further discussed.
The current research focuses on the direct relationship between innovative resources and responsible
innovation [7]. Our study also confirms the direct impact of innovative resources and responsible
innovation, and further explores the role of promotion focus as a mediator between innovative resources
and responsible innovation. In addition, the mediation effect produced by the promotion focus is the
theoretical extension and application of the “demand–motivation–behavior” theoretical framework in
the field of management.

Finally, the positive regulation effect of adaptive governance between innovative resources and
responsible innovation reflects the significance of government governance for responsible innovation.
Previous research has focused on whether government regulation is a catalyst for responsible innovation
in enterprises, but these studies have not reached a uniform conclusion [27–30]. This article introduces
adaptive governance into the research model and proves the positive role of adaptive governance in
the implementation of responsible innovation in enterprises. It expands the theoretical framework of
government regulation and provides new ideas for future research on government behavior.

5.2. Implications for Practice

As a concept of “sustainable development” in contemporary deepening and development,
responsible innovation has important implications for China’s economic development, social progress
and technological innovation. From a practical perspective, the theory and practice of “responsible
innovation” could solve the problem of the disconnect between “responsibility” and “technical
innovation” in some fields and departments in China. This could take full account of public value
demands and address the public interests of all parties to the greatest extent. Such reflexivity could
enable companies reflect on emerging or imminent value conflicts at any time and propose adjustments
and solutions as quickly as possible. The inclusion of responsible innovation could involve building a
platform that technical experts and the public could use to communicate with each other so that relevant
engineering design information can be understood by the public, thereby reducing the possibility
of value conflicts due to parties having incomplete information. A responsive company could
observe the public’s specific attitudes to the implementation of technological innovation, appropriately
adjust their pace of technological innovation and absorb the social factors surrounding technological
innovation with an interactive, inclusive and open attitude, so as to truly provide a combined sense of
“responsibility” and “innovation”.

The study explains the important role of innovative resources in implementing responsible
innovation. First of all, companies should improve the repayment mechanism for corporate financing
funds, make a comprehensive budget, predict and guard against all kinds of capital flow risks to ensure
the stable cash flow of the enterprise; second, we should build a perfect incentive mechanism to prevent
the loss of human capital from an enterprise by increasing the management’s shareholdings and base
salary plus performance rates. At the same time, we should create an atmosphere of multi-disciplinary
comprehensive research and encourage multi-disciplinary theoretical exchanges, cross disciplinary
and interdisciplinary personnel exchanges and cooperation to attract multi-disciplinary talent; finally,
by improving product quality, increasing charitable donations, ensuring the legitimacy of operation
and employing other similar methods, companies should improve their reputation and corporate
image, attract more stakeholders to establish contact with them, expand communication scope of their
social network and enrich social capital.

Moreover, this study demonstrates the role of promotion focus in the implementation of responsible
innovation. It shows that the promotion focus of an enterprise is also an important influencing factor that
affects corporate responsible innovation. It creates an equal, transparent and innovative organizational
atmosphere to provide resources and support collective learning, so as to enhance the self-efficacy of
organizational innovation, guide enterprises to promote directional change and ensure the smooth
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implementation of responsible innovation. It also consciously expands the innovative resources
available to companies such as financial capital, human capital and social capital, and enhances an
enterprise’s operational risk capability, thereby encouraging enterprises towards a more practive focus.

In addition, the study proves the important role of adaptive governance in implementing
responsible innovation. First, the government can introduce the idea of crowdsourced policy-making,
involve the public in legislative decision-making, improve the innovation governance policy by
integrating public knowledge or information and increase the agility and transparency of technology
innovation governance. Second, the government can shares data with various stakeholders (especially
enterprises), leading to these stakeholders establishing links between IT systems and guaranteeing the
symmetry of information between the government and enterprises, meaning that government will be
able to more easily understand the expertise and potential risks of a technology. This would make
governance decisions more accurate and faster. Finally, the government should guide enterprises to
conduct self-regulation. For example, in a certain industry, enterprises can set their own market entry
conditions, technical standards, production safety regulations and social obligations to create a stable
regulatory environment and help enterprises to internalize ethical behavior.

5.3. Limitations and Future Research

There are also some shortcomings in this study: on the one hand, the number of questionnaires
collected in this paper is too small, and there was no research conducted on the relationship between
innovative resources and responsible innovation according to the characteristics of different industries.
Although the research results are universal, they do not have strong pertinence. Therefore, a large
number of questionnaires can be conducted in the future, and the relevant theories of responsible
innovation can be discussed according to the characteristics of different industries, so as to enhance the
practical value of the theory of responsible innovation; on the other hand, this paper only examines
the role of single intermediaries and regulation in the impact of innovative resources on responsible
innovation, and the operation mechanism of this relationship is far more complex than that studied
in this paper, as it can involve other factors such as corporate culture. There is also the question of
whether there any behavior and other factors in the R & D process that will affect the action path of this
relationship, which we did not examine. These problems need to be further explored and improved.

6. Conclusions

This study explored the relationship between innovative resources, promotion focus,
responsible innovation and adaptive governance, based on the theoretical framework of
“demand–motivation–behavior”. It analyzed the notable impact of innovative resources and responsible
innovation. In addition to this, this research also demonstrated the intermediary effect produced
by a promotion focus on the relationship between innovative resources and responsible innovation.
The theoretical contributions of this study are as follows: (1) we took 361 middle-level and above
managers and technical R & D personnel as survey objects, used the structural equation model,
verified the positive impact of enterprise innovative resources on responsible innovation; (2) we
made clear the impact mechanism of innovative resources on responsible innovation, which is of
great significance to make clear how innovative resources affect responsible innovation; (3) While
considering the effectiveness of government enterprise cooperation in the governance of science and
technology ethics, we introduced adaptive governance into the model, and prove that compared with
traditional government regulation, adaptive governance has more advantages in promoting the impact
of innovative resources on responsible innovation.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, X.C., D.L. and Z.X.; methodology, D.L.; software, D.L.; validation, X.C.,
D.L. and Z.X.; formal analysis, X.C., D.L. and Z.X.; investigation, X.C., D.L. and Z.X.; resources, X.C.; data curation,
D.L.; writing—original draft preparation, D.L.; writing—review and editing, X.C.,D.L. and Z.X.; visualization,
D.L.; supervision, X.C. and Z.X.; project administration, X.C.; funding acquisition, X.C. and Z.X. All authors have
read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.



Sustainability 2020, 12, 2860 16 of 19

Funding: This work was supported by three funds: 1>National Natural Science Foundation of China: Evolution
Mechanism, Model and Policy of Industry-University-Research Cooperation Innovation Network (71473055);
2>Heilongjiang Province Philosophy and Social Science Research Project: Research on Responsible Innovation
Mechanism of Emerging Technologies and Its Adaptive Governance (19GLH045); 3>The Ph.D. Student Research
and Innovation Fund of the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (3072019GIP0909).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Zhao, Y.; Liao, M. Responsible research and innovation in China. China Soft Sci. 2017, 3, 37–46.
2. Liang, M.; Chen, J. Responsible Innovation: Origin, Attribution Analysis and Theoretical Framework.

World Manag. 2015, 8, 39–57.
3. Stilgoe, J.; Owen, R.; Macnaghten, P. Developing a framework for responsible innovation. Res. Policy 2013,

42, 1568–1580. [CrossRef]
4. Xiao, H.; Li, J. Dynamic Test of the Law of Responsibility: Empirical Evidence from Samples of M & A of

Chinese Listed Companies. Manag. World 2018, 34, 114–135.
5. Zhang, Y. Responsible risk and responsible innovation framework of information research in the era of big

data. Inf. Theory Pract. 2017, 40, 9–13.
6. Antiel, R.M.; Flake, A.W. Responsible surgical innovation and research in maternal–fetal surgery. Semin. Fetal

Neonatal Med. 2017, 22, 423–427. [CrossRef]
7. Lukovics, M.; Flipse, S.M.; Udvari, B.; Fisher, E. Responsible research and innovation in contrasting innovation

environments: Socio-Technical Integration Research in Hungary and the Netherlands. Technol. Soc. 2017, 51,
172–182. [CrossRef]

8. Xu, X.; Chen, X. Matching of corporate demand, corporate capacity and corporate social responsibility—A
new theoretical framework for corporate social responsibility. Shanghai Manag. Sci. 2006, 6, 78–81.

9. Sun, H.; Guo, S.; Chen, H. Entrepreneurial self-efficacy, entrepreneurial resources and entrepreneurial
motivation of farmers. Sci. Res. 2013, 31, 1879–1888.

10. Shen, M.; Su, Q. Innovation motivation and strategic choice of private science and technology enterprises.
Soft Sci. 2006, 6, 81–84.

11. Gui, Y.; Yang, W. On the formation of enterprise relationship resources and strategic investment motivation.
Contemp. Econ. 2012, 6, 132–133.

12. Brekke, K.A.; Nyborg, K. Moral hazard and moral motivation: Corporate social responsibility as labor market
screening. Soc. Sci. Electron. Publ. 2005, 30, 243–246.

13. Girard, D. Motivation: Esponsibility of the Teacher. ELT J. 1977, 31, 329–330.
14. Park, K.; Gangseog, R. The effect of regulatory focus on individuals’ donation behavior. Sustainability 2018,

10, 760. [CrossRef]
15. Song, J.; Sun, Y.; Chen, J. Research on the role of network conventions based on regulatory orientation in the

performance of cooperative innovation. Sci. Technol. Manag. 2017, 38, 127–135.
16. Ingley, C.B. Company growth and Board attitudes to corporate social responsibility. Int. J. Bus. Gov. Ethics

2008, 4, 17. [CrossRef]
17. Meng, M.; Tao, Q.; Lei, J. Corporate social responsibility and corporate growth: The intermediary effect of

technological innovation. Res. Dev. Manag. 2019, 31, 27–37.
18. Ying, Q.; Zhang, H.; Sui, W. Institutional Embeddedness and corporate social responsibility of new enterprises.

Sci. Res. Manag. 2017, 38, 100–107.
19. Li, Y. Management; Machinery Industry Press: Beijing, China, 2011.
20. Liang, P. Research on Supply Chain Cooperation Relationship Based on Enterprise Life Cycle. Ph.D. Thesis,

Jiangsu University of Science and Technology, Jiangsu, China, 2010.
21. Huang, C.; Zhang, F.; Liu, Y.; Zhang, J.; Ji, W. Research on the Brand Motivation of New Venture Enterprises

from the Perspective of Symbiosis Theory: A Case Study of Tangshan A Home Furnishing Alliance.
Manag. Case Study Rev. 2015, 8, 224–242.

22. Zhang, N.; Zhang, X.; Yang, Y. The Behavior Mechanism of the Urban Joint Distribution Alliance under
Government Supervision from the Perspective of Sustainable Development. Sustainability 2019, 11, 6232.
[CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2013.05.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.siny.2017.05.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.techsoc.2017.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su10030760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1504/IJBGE.2008.017889
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su11226232


Sustainability 2020, 12, 2860 17 of 19

23. Grguric, I. Europe 2020-European strategy for smart, sustainable and inclusive growth. Rev. Soc. Polit. 2011,
18, 119–124.

24. Zhao, Y.; Wu, S. Risk and Rationality: Nanoscience and technology for social needs: Research on nanosafety
in China and the world. Sci. Soc. 2012, 2, 24–35.

25. Mei, L.; Chen, J.; Huang, J.; Lv, W. Witnessing national prosperity: An interpretation of positive framework
in responsible innovation. Technol. Econ. 2018, 37, 1–8.

26. Mei, L.; Chen, J.; Wu, X. Governance analysis of emerging technology innovation under the paradigm of
responsible innovation—Taking artificial intelligence as an example. Technol. Econ. 2018, 37, 1–7.

27. Hofmann, K.H.; Theyel, G.; Wood, C.H. Identifying Firm Capabilities as Drivers of Environmental
Management and Sustainability Practices—Evidence from Small and Medium-Sized Manufacturers. Bus.
Strategy Environ. 2012, 21, 530–545. [CrossRef]

28. Roeser, S.; Pesch, U. An emotional deliberation approach to risk. Sci. Technol. Hum. Values 2015, 2, 883–890.
[CrossRef]

29. Xue, G.; Zhao, Y. Reconstruction of science and Technology Governance Paradigm under the framework of
“responsible innovation”. Sci. Technol. Prog. Countermeas. 2017, 34, 1–5.

30. Clark, J.R.A.; Clarke, R. Local sustainability initiatives in English National Parks: What role for adaptive
governance? Land Use Policy 2011, 28, 314–324. [CrossRef]

31. Chaffin, B.C.; Gosnell, H.; Cosens, B.A. A Decade of Adaptive Governance Scholarship: Synthesis and Future
Directions. Ecol. Soc. 2014, 19, 56. [CrossRef]

32. Hong, S.; Lee, S. Adaptive governance, status quo bias, and political competition: Why the sharing economy
is welcome in some cities but not in others. Gov. Inf. Q. 2018, S07, 40624X17303167. [CrossRef]

33. Chai, Y.; Zeng, Y. Social capital, institutional change, and adaptive governance of the 50-year-old Wang
hilltop pond irrigation system in Guangdong. China Int. J. Commons 2018, 12, 191–216. [CrossRef]

34. Halme, M.; Korpela, M. Responsible Innovation Toward Sustainable Development in Small and Medium-Sized
Enterprises: A Resource Perspective. Bus. Strategy Environ. 2014, 23, 547–566. [CrossRef]

35. Petraite, M.; Ceicyte, J. Conceptual Model for Responsible Innovation Management in Business Organizations.
Procedia Soc. Behav. Sci. 2014, 156, 121–124. [CrossRef]

36. Chou, C. Organizational Orientations, Industrial Category, and Responsible Innovation. Sustainability 2018,
10, 1033. [CrossRef]

37. Wang, J.; Luo, F. Technology knowledge investment, factor capital allocation and enterprise growth empirical
evidence from China’s capital market. Nankai Manag. Rev. 2017, 20, 90–99.

38. Hellström, T. Systemic innovation and risk: Technology assessment and the challenge of responsible
innoovation. Technol. Soc. 2003, 25, 369–384. [CrossRef]

39. Jeroen, V.D.H. Value Sensitive Design and Responsible Innovation. In Responsible Innovation: Managing the
Responsible Emergence of Science and Innovation in Society; John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2013;
pp. 75–84.

40. Caverly, R.W. Responsible Innovation: Managing the Responsible Emergence of Science and Innovation in
Society. J. Res. Adm. 2013, 44, 1513–1514.

41. Mei, L.; Chen, J. Weizhong Sheng. Responsible innovation: A new paradigm of research and innovation.
Dialectics Nat. Res. 2014, 30, 83–89.

42. Van Lente, H.; Swierstra, T.; Joly, P.B. Responsible innovation as a critique of technology assessment.
J. Responsible Innov. 2017, 2, 254–261. [CrossRef]

43. Sun, Y.; Song, J.; Xie, Y. The influence of regulatory orientation on innovation network practice—Scenario
analysis based on trust among organizations. Res. Manag. 2016, 37, 1–7.

44. Zhou, Q.; Hirst, G.; Shipton, H. Context matters: Combined influence of participation and intellectual
stimulation on the promotion focus–employee creativity relationship. J. Organ. Behav. 2012, 33, 893–909.
[CrossRef]

45. Swaminathan, A. Framing interorganizational network change: A network inertia perspective. Acad. Manag.
Rev. 2006, 31, 704–720.

46. Marrone, J.A. Team Boundary Spanning: A Multilevel Review of Past Research and Proposals for the Future.
J. Manag. 2010, 36, 911–940. [CrossRef]

47. Holling, C. Command and control and the pathology of natural resource management. Conserv. Biol. 1996,
10, 328–337. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bse.739
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0162243915596231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2010.06.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.5751/ES-06824-190356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.giq.2018.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.18352/ijc.851
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bse.1801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.11.132
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su10041033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0160-791X(03)00041-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/23299460.2017.1326261
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/job.779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0149206309353945
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1996.10020328.x


Sustainability 2020, 12, 2860 18 of 19

48. Armitage, D.R.; Plummer, R.; Berkes, F. Adaptive Co-Management for Social-Ecological Complexity.
Front. Ecol. Environ. 2009, 7, 95–102. [CrossRef]

49. Lisa, S.W.; Velarde, S.J.; Anita, W. Adaptive governance good practice: Show me the evidence! J. Environ.
Manag. 2018, 222, 174–184.

50. Arthur, R.; Nicholson, A.; Sibani, P. The Tangled Nature Model for organizational ecology. Comput. Math.
Organ. Theory 2017, 23, 1–31. [CrossRef]

51. Feng, L.; Xiao, X.; Zhao, T. The impact of economic performance on corporate social responsibility information
disclosure. J. Manag. 2016, 13, 1060–1069.

52. Fu, Q.; Qin, C. Analysis of corporate social responsibility based on the theory of demand hierarchy.
Chin. Foreign Entrep. 2016, 11, 124–125.

53. Hou, T.; Wang, J. Empirical analysis of corporate social responsibility and corporate performance from
the perspective of life cycle—A case study of listed manufacturing companies in China. Financ. Account.
Commun. 2009, 30, 77–78.

54. Burget, M.; Bardone, E.; Pedaste, M. Definitions and Conceptual Dimensions of Responsible Research and
Innovation: A Literature Review. Sci. Eng. Ethics 2017, 23, 1–19. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Stahl, B.C. Responsible research and innovation: The role of privacy in an emerging framework. Sci. Public
Policy 2013, 40, 708–716. [CrossRef]

56. Leonidou, L.C.; Christodoulides, A.; Kyrgidou, L.P. Internal Drivers Performance Consequences of Small
Firm Green Business Strategy: The Moderating Role of External Forces. J. Bus. Ethics 2017, 140, 585–606.
[CrossRef]

57. Irwin, A. The Politics of Talk: Coming to Terms with the “New” Scientific Governance. Soc. Stud. Sci. 2006,
36, 299–320. [CrossRef]

58. Delgado, A.; Am, H. Experiments in interdisciplinarity: Responsible research and innovation and the public
good. PLoS Biol. 2018, 16, e2003921. [CrossRef]

59. Zhang, M.; Tong, L.; Xu, H. Social network and enterprise risk-taking: Based on the empirical evidence of
Listed Companies in China. Manag. World 2015, 11, 161–175.

60. Shin, Y. Positive Group Affect and Team Creativity: Mediation of Team Reflexivity and Promotion Focus.
Small Group Res. 2014, 45, 337–364. [CrossRef]

61. Zhang, D.; Li, Y. Research on the relationship between the potential knowledge absorption capacity
and the realization of knowledge absorption capacity of enterprises of science and technology and the
innovationPerformance of enterprises. Res. Dev. Manag. 2011, 23, 56–67.

62. Chen, B.; Lu, X.; Yin, M. Speculative orientation, entrepreneurial strategy and competitive advantage of new
enterprises. Sci. Res. Manag. 2019, 40, 82–91.

63. Wang, X. Animal husbandry enterprises enter the period of listing opportunity? China Poult. Ind. Guide 2010,
27, 2–10.

64. Wang, J.; Lee, A.Y. The role of regulatory focus in preference construction. J. Mark. Res. 2006, 43, 28–38.
[CrossRef]

65. Voegtlin, C.; Scherer, A.G. Responsible Innovation and the Innovation of Responsibility: Governing
Sustainable Development in a Globalized World. J. Bus. Ethics 2017, 143, 227–243. [CrossRef]

66. Tang, X. Effects of Online Reviews on Consumers’ Willingness to Buy—An Analysis Based on Eye Movement
Experiments. Corp. Econ. 2020, 2, 92–98.

67. Mei, L.; Chen, J.; Li, F. Responsible innovation: An integrated framework of connotation theory method.
Sci. Res. 2018, 36, 521–530.

68. Long, W.; Song, X. Research on social responsibility decision-making and corporate value effect from the
perspective of resource investment. Nankai Manag. Rev. 2014, 17, 41–52.

69. Oelze, N.; Hoejmose, S.U.; Habisch, A. Sustainable Development in Supply Chain Management: The Role of
Organizational Learning for Policy Implementation. Bus. Strategy Environ. 2016, 25, 241–260. [CrossRef]

70. Glerup, C.; Horst, M. Mapping ‘Social Responsibility’ in Science. J. Responsible Innov. 2014, 1, 31–50.
[CrossRef]

71. Xue, L.; Weng, L.; Yu, H. Addressing policy challenges in implementing Sustainable Development Goals
through an adaptive governance approach: A view from transitional China. Sustain. Dev. 2018, 26, 150–158.
[CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/070089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10588-016-9214-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11948-016-9782-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27090147
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scipol/sct067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10551-015-2670-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0306312706053350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.2003921
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1046496414533618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1509/jmkr.43.1.28
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10551-015-2769-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bse.1869
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/23299460.2014.882077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/sd.1726


Sustainability 2020, 12, 2860 19 of 19

72. Li, M.; Yu, T. Institutional environment of host country and innovation performance of overseas M & A
enterprises. China Soft Sci. 2016, 11, 137–151.

73. Fan, Y.; Zhang, D. The current situation of responsible innovation research and Its Enlightenment on
innovation management. Sci. Technol. Manag. 2018, 20, 1–7.

74. Janssen, M.; Haiko, V.D.V. Adapitve governance: Towards a stable, accountable and responsive government.
Gov. Inf. Q. 2016, 33, 1–5. [CrossRef]

75. Li, W.; Wang, P.; Xu, Y. Charitable donation, political connection and debt financing: Resource exchange
between private enterprises and the government. Nankai Manag. Rev. 2015, 18, 4–14.

76. Cleaver, F.; Whaley, L. Understanding process, power, and meaning in adaptive governance: A critical
institutional reading. Ecol. Soc. 2018, 23, 49. [CrossRef]

77. Yi, D.; Sun, Y.; Zhou, W.; Yang, D. A study on local government performance demands, government control
and corporate value. Econ. Res. 2014, 49, 56–69.

78. Neubert, M.J.; Kacmar, K.M. Carlson D S, et al. Regulatory focus as a mediator of the influence of initiating
structure and servant leadership on employee behavior. J. Appl. Psychol. 2008, 93, 1220–1233. [CrossRef]

79. Chen, L.; Wang, Y. Research on the influence of promoting regulatory orientation on cross-border behavior
of R & D personnel. Manag. Sci. 2017, 30, 107–118.

80. Junsheng, H.; Masud, M.M.; Akhtar, R.; Rana, M. The Mediating Role of Employees’ Green Motivation
between Exploratory Factors and Green Behaviour in the Malaysian Food Industry. Sustainability 2020, 12,
509. [CrossRef]

81. Liu, H.; Yang, J.; Chen, X. Making the Customer-Brand Relationship Sustainable: The Different Effects
of Psychological Contract Breach Types on Customer Citizenship Behaviours. Sustainability 2020, 12, 630.
[CrossRef]

82. Han, D.; Li, T.; Feng, S.; Shi, Z. Application of Threshold Regression Analysis to Study the Impact of Clean
Energy Development on China’s Carbon Productivity. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 1060.
[CrossRef]

83. Ahmed, R.R.; Salman, F.; Malik, S.A.; Streimikiene, D.; Soomro, R.H.; Pahi, M.H. Smartphone Use and
Academic Performance of University Students: A Mediation and Moderation Analysis. Sustainability 2020,
12, 439. [CrossRef]

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.giq.2016.02.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.5751/ES-10212-230249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0012695
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su12020509
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su12020630
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17031060
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su12010439
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Theoretical Background and Hypothesis Development 
	Definition of Related Concepts 
	Innovative Resources 
	Responsible Innovation 
	Promotion Focus 
	Adaptive Governance 

	The Effect of Innovative Resources on Responsible Innovation 
	The Intermediary Role of Promotion Focus between Innovative Resources and Responsible Innovation 
	The Regulatory Role of Adaptive Governance between Innovative Resources and Responsible Innovation 

	Research Method and Data Survey 
	Source and Process of Questionnaire Survey 
	Variable Measurement 

	Results 
	The Results of the Measurement Model 
	Analysis Results of Homologous Variance 
	Reliability and Validity Test Results 

	Test Results of Structural Equation Model 
	Test Results of Mediation Effect of Promotion Focus 
	Test Results of Moderating Effect of Adaptive Governance 

	Discussion 
	Theoretical Contributions 
	Implications for Practice 
	Limitations and Future Research 

	Conclusions 
	References

