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Abstract: Although corporate capability has been recognized as a key factor affecting corporate
acquisition performance, the role of R&D capability in acquisition performance has not been fully
explained. The aim of this paper was to research the impact of internal R&D on acquisition performance
according to a sample of 215 acquisitions of Chinese listed pharmaceutical companies from 2012
to 2016. First, it was found that R&D has a significant negative effect on acquisition performance.
Furthermore, it was confirmed that the acquisition motive and the ownership of the acquiring firm
have a moderating effect on the relationship between R&D and acquisition performance. Compared to
non-technical acquisitions, the negative effect of internal R&D on acquisition performance was reduced
for technical acquisitions. Compared with non-state-owned-enterprise acquisition, the negative effect
of internal R&D on the acquisition performance of state-owned enterprises was weakened. Our study
enriches the research of the path dependence theory on the acquisition performance of enterprises
and also the interpretation of acquisition performance on the basis of internal and external innovation
and the institutional theory.

Keywords: internal R&D; acquisition performance; acquisition motives; technical acquisition;
corporate ownership

1. Introduction

Acquisition is one of the important ways for companies to restructure, expand production and
operation channels, and achieve the goal of rapid expansion and sustainable development and is
also effective in managing the current international economic situation [1,2]. Since 2009, the Chinese
acquisition market has demonstrated a trend of continual growth. Especially after 2014, the number of
acquisitions has seen an explosive growth, and the transaction scale has increased significantly. In 2017,
the acquisition market of China had a total amount of 8016 acquisition transactions, which corresponded
to 3.29 trillion yuan, and 4018 acquisition transactions were completed, which represents an increase
by 34% compared to the previous year and involved an amount of 1.51 trillion yuan. However,
it is extremely uncertain whether acquisitions can meet companies” expectations [3]. Considerable
research has been done to explore the success or failure of acquisitions, especially about how to obtain
the desired acquisition performance after a successful acquisition. Current mainstream researchers
roughly consider three aspects to analyze this question: Firstly, the problem is firmly related to the
characteristics of the acquiring company, including competence, scale, ownership, sector, ownership
structure, acquisition experience, etc. of the acquiring company [4,5]; Secondly, it is related to the
characteristics of the acquired company, including performance, business relevance, relative scale,
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and regional characteristics of the acquired company before the acquisition [6]; Thirdly, it is related
to the characteristics of the acquisition transaction, including the pattern of payment during the
process of acquisition and the extent of integration after the acquisition [7]. Obviously, it can be seen
that the competence of a company plays an important role in affecting the acquisition performance.
R&D and innovation are two of the most important components of the competence of a company.
Nevertheless, although the existing research has fully explored the role of internal R&D and innovation
on corporate performance, it has not adequately investigated the relationship between R&D and
acquisition performance from the perspective of acquisition. In addition, differences in acquisition
motives can lead to differences in the integration of resources, affecting the extent of acceptance
and integration of the acquired company [8,9]. Meanwhile, the ownership of different enterprises
contributes to the difference between the internal and external environment of an enterprise and will
have a different impact on the efficiency of the enterprise′s integration of resources, which may affect
the relationship between internal R&D and acquisition performance.

Based on the above literature, this study attempts to provide empirical evidence for the relationship
between R&D strategy and acquisition strategy in the pharmaceutical industry. The pharmaceutical
industry occupies a very important position in national economy and future economic development
planning in China. The pharmaceutical industry is an innovation-driven industry [10], so it has
always been one of the industries with the largest innovation investment ratio. At the same time,
the acquisition momentum of China′s pharmaceutical industry is in a growing trend. Acquisitions
have also been seen as one of the main ways of achieving external innovation [10–12]. Whether
domestic small pharmaceutical enterprises, hospitals and chain pharmacies, or foreign pharmaceutical
companies, research and development institutions and medical institutions engaged in drug discovery
are commonly the target of acquisitions. A series of new medical treatments promulgated by the
Chinese government have also induced Chinese pharmaceutical enterprises to increase their purchasing
efforts. Under the new competition pattern, Chinese pharmaceutical enterprises are using deposited
funds and market capital to integrate resources, which is setting off a wave of acquisition. However,
the success rate of acquisition transactions and the integration after acquisition vary considerably.
The characteristics of frequent acquisition activities, high technology content, large R&D investment,
and high environmental dynamics make China′s pharmaceutical industry a particularly suitable
environment to study the relationship between R&D activities and acquisition performance.

This paper selected the acquisition events of all listed pharmaceutical companies that occurred
in 2012–2016 to investigate the following three questions: First, how the internal R&D of a company
affect the acquisition performance; secondly, whether the acquisition motive has a moderating effect on
the relationship between internal R&D and acquisition performance; thirdly, whether the ownership
of an enterprise has a moderating effect on the relationship between internal R&D and acquisition
performance. This work can, on one hand, enrich the research on acquisition performance, especially
on the impact mechanism of acquisition performance from the perspective of path dependence. On the
other hand, it can enrich the research on enterprise innovation, especially on internal and external
innovation methods and their synergistic effects.

2. Review of the Pharmaceutical Industry in China

2.1. Market Development of the Pharmaceutical Industry in China

The overall scale of China′s pharmaceutical industry has continued to develop in recent years.
As shown in Figure 1, the total sales involving China′s pharmaceutical industry increased from
1733.77 billion yuan in 2012 to 2711.66 billion yuan in 2017, with an increase of 56.4%. At the same
time, the total revenue also grew, from 186.59 billion yuan in 2012 to 332.48 billion yuan in 2017, with
an increase of 78.19%. The profitability of the industry is maintained at above 10% per year. In 2017,
the profitability of the industry was the highest in recent years, reaching 12.26%.
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Competition in China′s pharmaceutical industry is fierce, with a large number of companies.
As shown in Figure 2, 2016 was the year with the largest number of operating companies, reaching
7532. From 2012 to 2017, the number of companies in the pharmaceutical industry increased by more
than 1100. Among them, about 10% of the companies could not gain profits every year.
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Statistics, http://www.stats.gov.cn.

The international competitiveness of China′s pharmaceutical industry has always been the focus of
relevant departments of the Chinese government. A series of policies have been issued to improve the
competitiveness of Chinese pharmaceutical companies, including the healthcare reform [13]. As shown
in Figure 3, although the export of Chinese pharmaceutical products has maintained a certain growth
rate, from 103.05 billion yuan in 2012 to 146.04 billion yuan in 2017, the annual growth rate has been
quite unstable, with the highest in 2013, corresponding to 13.05%, and the lowest in 2014, corresponding
to only 1.65%. It has been deeply affected by the fluctuation of the global trade environment in recent
years, especially the Sino–US trade frictions.

http://www.stats.gov.cn
http://www.stats.gov.cn
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2.2. Innovation of the Pharmaceutical Industry in China

R&D expenditure is the most important way of innovation investment. Figure 4 shows the R&D
expenditure in China′s pharmaceutical industry. The total investment in R&D has shown a certain
growth, from 28.33 billion yuan in 2012 to 53.42 billion yuan in 2017, with an increase of 88.56%.
However, the annual growth rate shows a certain downward trend. The growth rate in 2017 was the
lowest in recent years, only 9.36%.
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The number of patents is the most important indicator of innovation output. Figure 5 shows the
number of patents in China′s pharmaceutical industry in recent years. As can be seen from Figure 5,
there was a big decline, from 19,354 patents in 2014 to 16,020 patents in 2015, with a decline rate of
17.23%. The number of patents maintained a growth of about 11% in the following two years, reaching
19,878 patents in 2017, which was the highest in recent years.

http://www.stats.gov.cn
http://www.stats.gov.cn
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2.3. Acquisitions of the Pharmaceutical Industry in China

As can be seen from Figure 6, the acquisitions of Chinese pharmaceutical companies increased
dramatically in 2015. The volume of acquisition deals increased from 191 in 2014 to 291 in 2015,
while the total value of deals increased from $12,555 million to $31,159 million. In the following two
years, the volume of acquisitions did not change much, but the total value of acquisitions declined
considerably. The value of deals in 2017 was only $17,115 million. However, in recent years, the
cross-border acquisitions by Chinese pharmaceutical enterprises has witnessed a substantial increase,
with the number of the deals increasing from only 8 in 2015 to 33 in 2017, and the total value of the
deals increased from $117 million to $6362 million in 2017.
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China′s pharmaceutical market is one of the largest pharmaceutical markets in the world [14].
From the above data, we can see that China′s pharmaceutical industry has a large market base, fast
growth and stability, and huge potential. With a huge number of enterprises, the competition is fierce
and dynamic in the pharmaceutical industry. Innovation size in the pharmaceutical industry is large,

http://www.stats.gov.cn
www.pwccn.com
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but the growth rate has been slow recently. The output of innovation is not stable enough. Besides, the
number of acquisitions has increased significantly compared with previous years but slowed down in
the recent two years, while overseas acquisitions have increased substantially. Therefore, the innovation
of the Chinese pharmaceutical industry and its role in acquisitions are of great practical significance.

3. Literature Review and Hypotheses Proposition

3.1. Internal R&D and Acquisition Performance

The role of path dependence has been widely confirmed in organizational research, especially in
the literature of technological innovation [15]. On the basis of the path dependence theory, we analyzed
the impact of internal R&D investment on acquisition performance. From the perspective of path
dependence, internal R&D may affect the whole process of acquisition, including choosing targets
and post-acquisition integration. Firstly, although the internal R&D of acquiring firms may be very
important for firms to enhance certain aspects of knowledge and capabilities, path dependence resulting
from internal R&D leads to negative impacts on acquisition performance, such as increasing local search
costs, resisting change, and not adapting to change [15]. In acquisition activities, the more internal R&D
the enterprise has done before, the more likely it is to be detrimental to its acquisition performance,
such as improving local surveys and local search, change traps, and irreversible commitments to a
certain type of research [15,16]. Because of the organizational inertia resulting from internal R&D,
it will affect the identification of target enterprises before acquisition [16]. In particular, companies
with high pre-acquisition R&D expenditure often engage in the development of specific technical areas
rather than taking more time to find a target which can produce more benefits for them in the long
run [15]. Some researchers have found that companies dedicated to existing R&D activities may rarely
explore new technologies. This trend will make the acquisition of enterprises lack complementary
considerations, thus reducing the potential of post-acquisition innovation. Secondly, internal R&D
activities shape a company-specific technology and research culture, which will lead to more complex
and higher costs of technology integration for target companies to be acquired [17]. Sometimes, buyers
need to forget some of their own knowledge in order to integrate the target technology. Therefore, the
more internal knowledge and ability acquiring companies have, the more rigid they are in adopting new
knowledge and abilities [16]. In addition, the internal R&D activities of firms with high internal R&D
intensity will divert their attention and investment in post-acquisition integration to take advantage of
external acquisition innovation opportunities, thus reducing the integration and synergy effects that
may be achieved with the acquisitions [4]. Based on the above arguments, we propose Hypothesis 1.

Hypothesis 1 (H1). Corporate Internal R&D has a negative effect on acquisition performance in Chinese
pharmaceutical industry.

3.2. Moderating Effect of the Acquisition Motive

According to the different motives behind an acquisition, acquisition can be divided into technical
acquisition and non-technical acquisition [1]. From the perspective of the acquisition process, technical
acquisition can effectively alleviate the negative impact of R&D activities on acquisition performance,
either before acquisition or after acquisition integration. On one hand, in technical acquisition activities,
the expected goal of enterprise acquisition is to obtain potential synergies. Bena and Kai (2014)
found that the synergistic effect is an important driving factor for enterprise acquisition [18]. Yu and
Umashankar (2016) found that acquiring firms are more likely to choose target firms on the basis of
R&D synergies, that is, with a similar R&D, and also on the basis of product synergies, that is, with
complementary products [19]. On the other hand, whether the synergy effect can be produced depends
mainly on whether the resources, such as technical knowledge and personnel, can be effectively
optimized after acquisition, that is, whether the internal and external R&D of the enterprise can be
effectively integrated [20]. Compared with non-technological acquisition, enterprises acquire the
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technological resources of the target party through technological acquisition. As a result, the R&D
activities of enterprises have more large-scale economic effects and scope economic effects [10,21].
At the same time, managers in technical acquisition will devote more attention to the integration and
utilization of technology resources, and enterprises in technical acquisition will focus more on the
improvement of R&D efficiency [7,22]. In addition, in the process of a non-technical acquisition, such
as acquisition activities to obtain resources or expand the market share, the focus of the acquisition is
not on the complementarity or synergy of technical resources of the two companies. Therefore, the
acquisition process may break the conventions of the acquiring enterprises and reduce the efficiency
of their original internal R&D, thus affecting the performance improvement after acquisition. So, we
propose Hypothesis 2:

Hypothesis 2 (H2). Acquisition motivation has a moderating effect on the relationship between internal R&D
and acquisition performance. That is, compared with non-technical acquisition, the negative effect of internal
R&D on the acquisition performance of enterprises in technical acquisition will be significantly reduced.

3.3. Moderating Role of Corporate Ownership

Because of the particularity of the pharmaceutical industry, China′s pharmaceutical industry
is subjected to a strict policy control. Compared with private enterprises, China′s state-owned
pharmaceutical enterprises can get more support in policy and resources, while non-state-owned
enterprises face more pressure in financing and taxation [23,24]. Considering the background of
China′s economic transformation and upgrading, most state-owned enterprises are facing the pressure
of transformation and upgrading. Although state-owned enterprises have the support of national
policies, their internal management problems are prominent. Unclear property rights and ineffective
internal incentives make their acquisition and integration efficiency low, in general. Meanwhile, the
management system of state-owned enterprises is rigid, their organizational flexibility is poor, and
their R&D activities are path-dependent and ineffective. Organizational inertia is more prominent,
which makes it more difficult to adapt to and integrate external acquisitions [25,26], so the negative
effect of internal R&D on acquisition performance may be stronger. Non-state-owned enterprises have
higher market sensitivity, clear responsibility for internal property rights, a relatively more effective
management mechanism and incentive mechanism, which can improve the excessive path dependence
of internal R&D and effectively realize a synergy between internal R&D and external acquisition [27,28].
In conclusion, we propose Hypothesis 3:

Hypothesis 3 (H3). The corporate ownership has a moderating effect on the relationship between internal R&D
and acquisition performance. That is, compared with the acquisition by state-owned enterprises, the effect of
internal R&D on the acquisition performance of non-state-owned enterprises will be significantly improved.

We set some controlling variables in our framework based on related works, including Kohli and
Mann (2012), Gubbi (2010), and Ekkayokkaya (2009) [29–31]. The framework is shown in Figure 7.
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4. Methodology

4.1. Data

This paper selected the acquisition events of listed companies in China from 2012 to 2016 as
a research sample and excluded the following acquisition events: (1) unsuccessful acquisitions;
(2) acquiring companies with less than 20% acquisition of shares; (3) acquisitions in which financial
data disclosure was incomplete or unusual; (4) acquisitions carried out by Special Treated (ST)
companies, which means the acquiring company had lost money for three consecutive years. Finally,
215 acquisitions were obtained. All data in this paper come from the CSMAR database, which is one of
the major company databases in China, and from the public annual report of related listed companies.

4.2. Variables

1. Acquisition performance (PERF). In order to evaluate the acquisition performance more
comprehensively, referring to the measurement methods of enterprise acquisition performance
in Thanos et al. (2012) and Meglio and Risberg (2012) [32,33], this paper chose six indicators to
reflect the status of enterprise acquisition performance more comprehensively: return on net
assets, return on total assets, net sales interest rate, earnings per share, growth rate of operating
income, and growth rate of net profit. Considering that internal R&D has a time lag effect
on corporate acquisition performance, according to Entezarkheir (2016) [34], this paper used
performance indicators data corresponding to one year after the acquisition. The results of
the Kaiser–Meyer–Olkin (KMO) test and Bartlett”s test are shown in Table 1, and those of the
factor analysis of PERF are show in Table 2. In Table 1, we can see that the KMO was 0.725,
with a p value less than 0.001, which shows that the six indicators were qualified for the factor
analysis [21,35,36]. Table 2 shows that we could extract two components from the six indicators,
which accounted for 77.872% of the whole explanation of the performance. Through factor
analysis, a comprehensive indicator of acquisition performance was constructed, which included
the two components. Component 1 was mainly composed of profitability and benefit indicators
such as return on net assets, return on total assets, net sales interest rate, and earnings per share.
Component 2 was mainly composed of growth rate of net profit and growth rate of operating
income, which mainly reflected the development ability of the enterprises. The final measurement
of acquisition performance was performed by multiplying the value of each component by the
weighted average of its variance′s contribution rate.

2. Internal R&D (RD). Referring to Wang′s (2011) practice [37], the data calculated from R&D
input/business income of enterprises in this year were used as a measure of the internal R&D
intensity of the enterprises, and the average values of internal R&D in two years before the
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acquisition, one year before the acquisition, and three years during the acquisition were selected
as the final measurement value in this study.

3. Acquisition motive (TECH). According to Cefis and Marsili (2015) [38], this paper defined
technology-based acquisition: the public reports of listed companies indicate that the acquisition
of patented technology, core technology products, or other heterogeneous resources of the
target enterprises belong to technology-based acquisition. At present, the literature mostly uses
categorical variable to measure technical acquisitions. If there is technical acquisition, the value is
1. If there are other types of acquisition, i.e., non-technical acquisition, the value is 0.

4. Corporate Ownership (OWNERSHIP). Referring to Li and Qian (2013) [39], the nature of the
acquirer′s enterprise is determined according to the actual controlling nature of the acquiring
company provided in the financial report. The nature of the actual controlling person is judged
by the nature of the largest shareholder. Enterprise nature is generally measured as a categorical
variable. The value for a state-owned enterprise is 1, and that for the non-state-owned enterprise
is 0.

5. Sector (SECTOR). Measured as a categorical variable, the value of Chinese pharmaceutical
enterprises is 1, and that of chemical-pharmaceutical enterprises is 0.

6. Acquisition scale (SCALE). The acquisition scale is expressed by the ratio between the total value
of the acquisitions and the total assets of the merged enterprise.

7. Financial leverage (LEV). Financial leverage is measured by the company′s asset/liability ratio.
8. Firm size (SIZE). Measured by the logarithm of the total assets of the enterprise.
9. Payment method (PAYMENT). The value is 1 if the transaction is paid by cash; otherwise, the

value is 0.
10. Transaction type (RELATIVE). Whether the target is related to the acquiring firm in one way or

another can have a major influence on the acquisition performance in China. For example, the
target and the acquiring firm may have the same shareholder. So, for related transactions, we set
the variable value to 1, while we set it to 0 for non-related transactions.

Table 1. Kaiser–Meyer–Olkin (KMO) and Bartlett’s test results. Df:, Sig.:

Kaiser–Meyer–Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy 0.725

Bartlett′s Approx. Chi-Square 798.475
Test of df 15

Sphericit Sig. 0.000

Table 2. Results of factor analysis.

Initial Eigenvalues Extraction Sums of Squared Loadings

Component Total % of Variance Cumulative % Total % of Variance Cumulative %

1 3.096 51.594 51.594 3.096 51.594 51.594
2 1.577 26.278 77.872 1.577 26.278 77.872
3 0.612 10.208 88.080
4 0.376 6.263 94.344
5 0.262 4.365 98.709
6 0.077 1.291 100.000

4.3. Models

Following the study of Hagedoorn and Wang (2012) [21], we used multivariate regression analysis.
We set three regression models for testing the above three hypotheses. Hypothesis 1 was tested by
model 1. Furthermore, our sample of acquisitions was divided into two sub-samples according to
acquisition motives and corporate ownership, to test the moderation effect. Hypothesis 2 was tested
by Model 2 based on sub-samples of technical acquisitions and non-technical acquisition. Hypothesis
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3 was tested by model 3 based on sub-samples of state-owned acquiring firms and non-state-owned
acquiring firms.

Model 1: PERF = α0 + α1RD + α2TECH + α3OWNERSHIP + α4SIZE + α5SCALE +

α6LEV + α7PAYMENT + α8RELATIVE + α9SECTOR + ε1

Model 2: PERF = β0 + β1RD + β2OWNERSHIP + β3SIZE + β4SCALE + β5LEV + β6PAYMENT +

β7RELATIVE + β8SECTOR + ε2

Model 3: PERF = γ0 + γ1RD + γ2TECH + γ3SIZE + γ4SCALE + γ5LEV + γ6PAYMENT +

γ7RELATIVE + γ8SECTOR + ε3

5. Analysis and Results

5.1. Descriptive Analysis and Correlation Analysis

Firstly, descriptive statistical analysis of the samples was carried out, as shown in Table 3.
According to the motivation of acquisition (mean of TECH was 0.3023, which means the value of
TECH was 1 for 30.23% of the samples), there were 65 technical acquisitions and 150 non-technical
acquisitions. According to the nature of enterprises (mean of OWNERSHIP was 0.1767, which means
the value of OWNERSHIP was 1 for 17.67% of the samples), there were 38 state-owned-enterprise
acquisitions and 177 non-state-owned-enterprises acquisitions. The correlation coefficients of each
variable are shown in Table 4. From Table 4, it can be observed that there was a significant negative
correlation between internal R&D and acquisition performance, which supports our hypothesis that
internal R&D has a negative impact on acquisition performance to a certain extent, but this needs to
be further tested by regression analysis. In addition, we can see that there was a negative correlation
between the nature of enterprises and the acquisition performance, which indicates that the acquisition
performance of state-owned enterprises is relatively poor.

Table 3. Description of the variables. PERF: acquisition performance, RD: R&D, TECH: acquisition
motive, OWNETSHIP: corporate ownership, SIZE: firm size, SCALE: acquisition scale; LEV: financial
leverage, PAYMENT: payment method, RELATIVE: transaction type, SECTOR: sector.

Variable Min. Max. Mean St.D

PERF −5.00 4.31 0.0000 0.73648
RD 0.09 18.56 3.8373 2.48776

TECH 0.00 1.00 0.3023 0.46034
OWNERSHIP 0.00 1.00 0.1767 0.38234

SIZE 8.40 10.74 9.5245 0.41870
SCALE 0.00 10.24 0.3319 1.04357

LEV 0.03 0.98 0.3377 0.18414
PAYMENT 0.00 1.00 0.7721 0.42046
RELATIVE 0.00 1.00 0.3349 0.47305
SECTOR 0.00 1.00 0.3256 0.46969
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Table 4. Coefficients and p-values of all variables in the correlation test.

PERF RD TECH OWNERSHIP SIZE SCALE LEV PAYMENT RELATIVE

RD −0.174 **
Sig. (0.011)

TECH 0.084 0.081
Sig. (0.218) (0.234)

OWNERSHIP −0.144 ** −0.254 *** −0.066
Sig. (0.034) (0.006) (0.335)

SIZE 0.005 −0.058 −0.055 0.220 ***
Sig. (0.936) (0.398) (0.421) (0.001)

SCALE 0.445 *** −0.081 −0.008 −0.116 * −0.331 ***
Sig. (0.000) (0.238) (0.902) (0.089) (0.000)

LEV −0.294 *** −0.219 *** −0.227 *** 0.273 *** 0.241 *** 0.127 *
Sig. (0.000) (0.001) (0.001) (0.000) (0.000) (0.063)

PAYMENT −0.133 * 0.006 −0.029 −0.010 0.127 * −0.387 *** −0.032
Sig. (0.051) (0.931) (0.676) (0.886) (0.063) (0.000) (0.641)

RELATIVE 0.157 * −0.029 0.026 0.033 0.033 0.249 *** 0.031 −0.437 ***
Sig. (0.021) (0.670) (0.700) (0.631) (0.628) (0.000) (0.653) (0.000)

SECTOR 0.126 * −0.379 *** 0.040 0.042 0.085 −0.051 0.037 0.117 * −0.009
Sig. (0.065) (0.000) (0.563) (0.537) (0.212) (0.459) (0.587) (0.086) (0.892)

The p-value of each coefficient is in brackets; * indicates a significant effect at 10%, ** indicates a significant effect at 5%, and *** indicates a significant effect at 1%.
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5.2. Regression Analysis of R&D and Acquisition Performance

The relationship between internal R&D and corporate acquisition performance was analyzed, and
the results are shown in Table 5. As can be seen from Table 5, internal R&D had a significant negative
effect on acquisition performance, and Hypothesis 1 was supported.

Table 5. Regression results of Model 1.

Variable Coefficient T-Value Sig.

RD −0.052 *** −2.708 0.007
TECH 0.074 0.793 0.429

OWNERSHIP −0.216 * −1.808 0.072
SIZE 0.441 *** 3.909 0.000

SCALE 0.377 *** 7.893 0.000
LEV −1.049 *** −4.098 0.000

PAYMENT 0.046 0.393 0.694
RELATIVE 0.088 0.880 0.380
SECTOR 0.118 1.205 0.230

R-square 0.340
F-value 11.756 ***

* indicates a significant effect at 10%, and *** indicates a significant effect at 1%.

5.3. Test of Moderating Effect

Because the motive of acquisition is a categorical variable, this paper examined the moderating
effect by applying regression to grouped observations, and the results are shown in Table 6. Table 6
shows that the internal R&D had a significant negative effect on the acquisition performance in the case
of non-technical acquisitions but not in the case of technical acquisitions. This shows that compared
with technical acquisitions, the negative effect of internal R&D on the acquisition performance for
non-technical acquisitions was stronger, and Hypothesis 2 was supported.

Table 6. Regression results of Model 2.

Non-Technical Acquisitions Technical Acquisitions

Variable Coefficient T-Value Sig. Coefficient T-Value Sig.

RD −0.075 *** −3.084 0.002 0.023 0.836 0.407
OWNERSHIP −0.253 * −1.699 0.092 0.006 0.034 0.973

SIZE 0.473 *** 3.335 0.001 0.431 ** 2.385 0.020
SCALE 0.388 *** 6.948 0.000 0.229 ** 2.367 0.021

LEV −1.197 *** −3.722 0.000 −1.020 ** −2.487 0.016
PAYMENT −0.085 −0.560 0.576 0.243 1.390 0.170
RELATIVE 0.090 0.705 0.482 0.145 1.012 0.316
SECTOR 0.133 1.027 0.306 0.169 1.289 0.203

R-square 0.391 0.207
F-value 11.301 *** 1.833 *

* indicates a significant effect at 10%, ** indicates a significant effect at 5%, and *** indicates a significant effect at 1%.

The moderating effect of firm nature was also tested by applying regression to grouped observations.
The results are shown in Table 7. It can be found that both the internal R&D of state-owned enterprises
and that of non-state-owned enterprises had significant negative effects on the acquisition performance,
but the absolute value of the coefficient for state-owned enterprises was larger, and Hypothesis 3
was supported. This shows that the internal R&D of state-owned enterprises and non-state-owned
enterprises had significant negative effects on the acquisition performance, but the negative effect for
state-owned enterprises was stronger.
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Table 7. Regression results of Model 3.

State-Owned Acquiring Firms Non-State-Owned Acquiring Firms

Variable Coefficient T-Value Sig. Coefficient T-Value Sig.

RD −0.098 * −1.708 0.098 −0.048 ** −2.296 0.023
TECH 0.117 0.587 0.561 0.064 0.599 0.550
SIZE 0.568 *** 2.869 0.008 0.418 ** 3.201 0.002

SCALE 1.086 0.992 0.329 0.361 *** 7.036 0.000
LEV −1.414 *** −3.480 0.002 −0.929 ** −3.047 0.003

PAYMENT 0.607 ** 2.490 0.019 −0.093 −0.656 0.513
RELATIVE 0.221 1.318 0.198 0.003 0.026 0.980
SECTOR 0.186 1.069 0.294 0.101 0.882 0.379

R-square 0.618 0.314
F-value 5.863 *** 9.621 ***

* indicates a significant effect at 10%, ** indicates a significant effect at 5%, and *** indicates a significant effect at 1%.

6. Discussion

On the basis of acquisition cases of Chinese listed pharmaceutical companies, this paper empirically
analyzed the relationship between technical acquisition, internal R&D, and acquisition performance,
obtaining the following results.

First, internal R&D has a significant negative effect on acquisition performance in China′s
pharmaceutical industry. Although this result does not support some innovation studies that found
a positive effect of R&D on corporate performance [1], this study is consistent with the view of the
organizational inertia theory and path dependence theory [9]. For Chinese pharmaceutical enterprises,
because of the large scale and long duration of R&D investments, the behavior pattern of an enterprise
will limit the identification of acquisition targets and the integration after acquisition, thus restricting the
possible innovative results of R&D investment [15]. Therefore, enterprises should consider the degree
of complementarity with the target enterprises and the long-term development of the enterprises when
making acquisitions. At the same time, pharmaceutical enterprises should consider asking third-party
organizations to provide objective opinions on the acquisition under various possible conditions.

Secondly, acquisition motivation plays a moderating role. Compared with non-technical
acquisitions, internal R&D has no significant negative effect in technical acquisitions. This shows that
technical acquisitions and internal R&D can produce synergistic effects to some extent, which weakens
the negative effect of internal R&D on the acquisition performance. For Chinese pharmaceutical
enterprises, in non-technical acquisitions, more attention should be paid to the potential negative
effects of internal R&D on the acquisition performance. Considering the whole process before and
after acquisition, attention should be paid to the decision-making inertia and structural inertia of
enterprises caused by R&D, including the identification of constraints before acquisition and the
structural rigidity after acquisition [19]. At the same time, the pharmaceutical companies should take
technical acquisitions as far as possible to achieve complementarity and synergy between internal and
external innovation modes [10].

Third, the nature of the enterprise has a moderating effect. Compared with state-owned enterprises,
the negative effect of internal R&D is reduced in the acquisitions of non-state-owned enterprises.
For Chinese state-owned pharmaceutical enterprises, on one hand, more attention should be paid to
avoiding the negative impact of internal R&D in the acquisitions. Taking advantage of the synergistic
effect of technical acquisition and internal R&D appropriately can enhance the possible innovation and
integration effect of acquisitions. On the other hand, state-owned pharmaceutical enterprises should
pay more attention to the optimization of their own management mechanism and incentive system.
They should try to avoid a rigid organizational structure in order to make organizational management
and operation more scientific and effective [25,26]. For non-state-owned pharmaceutical enterprises,
they should make full use of their flexible mechanism and market sensitivity to identify the acquisition
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targets with higher integration efficiency and achieve more effective post-acquisition integration
through the collaboration of different innovative ways to achieve higher acquisition performance [21].

In addition, the results also show that the enterprise size has a significant positive effect in each
regression model, indicating that firm size has a stable positive effect on the acquisition performance in
the pharmaceutical industry. This result further supports the view of the scale effect in acquisition
performance [3]. The larger the firm size is, the stronger its ability to deal with environmental dynamics,
and the more stable it will be in the process of acquisition and integration [4]. Moreover, this result
reflects that, because of the large scale and the long recovery time of innovation investments, larger
enterprises are likely to make more investments in order to obtain innovation output [40]. This result
also has a strong practical significance for the pharmaceutical industry.

7. Conclusions

Considering the results above, we can state the following conclusions.
Firstly, on the basis of the path dependence theory, this study explains the negative effect of

internal R&D on the acquisition performance of pharmaceutical enterprises. Although most theories,
such as the resource-based view [41,42], believe that internal R&D will help improve the performance
and competitiveness of enterprises [21], this study further supports the organizational inertia caused
by path dependence in acquisition activities; internal R&D is more likely to hinder integration after
acquisition, which is not conducive to the improvement of the acquisition performance.

Secondly, the results of this study support the relationship between internal and external innovation
modes under the synergistic effect theory. Technological acquisition and internal R&D can have a
synergistic effect [21], improve organizational inertia and inertia caused by path dependence, promote
the efficiency of internal R&D production, and improve the acquisition performance.

Thirdly, the results of this study further show that the key institutional variable of firm nature
plays a prominent role in the interpretation of corporate behavior and performance in China [25,26] and
further enriches the study of institutional theory on corporate behavior and performance in emerging
market countries [23,24].

On one hand, this study enriches the research on factors affecting the acquisition performance.
On the other hand, it enriches the research in the field of innovation and the explanation of the effects
of internal and external innovation on acquisition performance.
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