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ABSTRACT 

This study aims to examine the relationship between intellectual capital and profitability in the pre-
COVID-19 period and its change during the pandemic, focusing on Slovak small and medium 
enterprises (SMEs). The novelty of this study is the analyses of the crisis period conducted on a sector 
level via linear mixed-effects models in a Central and Eastern European country. The data sample 
consisted of 24,351 Slovak small and medium enterprises. This study assumes a positive relationship 
between profitability and company size, age, capital employed efficiency, and structural and human 
capital efficiency during the pre-COVID-19 year. Companies with higher value-added intellectual 
coefficient (VAIC) scores achieved higher values of profitability in both return on assets (ROA) and 
return on equity (ROE). The results also show that structured capital and capital employed efficiencies 
negatively impacted company profitability during 2020. On a sector level, the pandemic hit the 
following sectors the most: tourism and gastronomy and gambling due to various restrictions and 
closures. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Companies are constantly pushed to innovate 
due to globalization, changing technologies and 
increased competition. Companies create value 
and obtain a competitive advantage through 
their intellectual capital (IC) and knowledge. 
(Ren and Song, 2021) These market changes 
happened even faster during the COVID-19 
pandemic, spreading in early 2020. Movement 
restrictions and compulsory home offices 
contributed to the faster digital transformation 
of private companies and government 
institutions. IC allowed companies to adapt 
faster to the continuous changes and challenges 

caused by pandemic restrictions. These changes 
might be even more significant for small and 
medium enterprises (SMEs) which have fewer 
resources (i.e., financial, personal). The correct 
allocation of existing resources, then, might lead 
to a higher level of innovation, optimization of 
internal processes, increased quality, and 
increased profitability.  

Most studies (Chen et al., 2005; Clarke et al., 
2011; Firer and William, 2003; Nadeem et al., 
2019) mainly have concluded that IC contributes 
to improved performance of companies. 
Opinions differ, however, as to how IC impacts 
company performance during an economic crisis. 
The Morariu (2014) study showed that the 

http://dx.doi.org/10.15549/jeecar.v9i3.894


Intellectual capital and its impact on SME’s…                                                  Lenka Papíková and Mário Papík 
 

                                                                                www.ieeca.org/journal                                                                   522 

relationship between IC and profitability became 
weaker during the 2008 financial crisis in 2008. 
According to Nadeem et al. (2019), the IC of 
companies did not change during the financial 
crisis, which helped companies overcome the 
economic turmoil. On the other hand, 
Kehelwalatenna (2016) claimed that IC increased 
the productivity of companies during an 
economic crisis such as the one in 2008 and 2009. 
This disunity of opinion is caused by fewer 
existing studies dealing with this topic. The 
impact of intellectual capital during a crisis has 
not been properly studied before, and if it was, 
those studies did not provide specific results. 
(Kehelwalatenna, 2016; Morariu, 2014; Nadeem 
et al., 2019). This study, therefore, aims to 
examine the relationship between IC and 
company performance in the pre-COVID-19 
period and its change during the pandemic in 
2020. The novelty of this study is that this 
relationship has been analyzed during the crisis 
period. Moreover, this relationship was 
investigated on a sector level via a linear mixed-
effects model, which has not been studied before. 
Existing studies (Kamath, 2008; Ovechkin et al., 
2021, Vishnu and Gupta, 2014; Xu and Li, 2020) 
focused on analyzing one or two industrial 
sectors and did not conduct broader cross-
industrial comparisons within one economy. 
Unlike this study, those studies did not 
contribute to the development of global models 
describing the impact of IC on company 
performance across all industrial sectors. This 
study is structured as follows: the first part 
provides a literature review, while the second 
describes data sample details and the research 
methodology. The third section explains the 
achieved results. The last part includes a 
discussion and concluding remarks. 

 
LITERATURE REVIEW 

The relationship between IC and company 
performance during a crisis, as mentioned in the 
introduction, has been studied only by a few 
researchers so far (Kehelwalatenna, 2016; 
Morariu, 2014; Nadeem et al., 2019). Therefore, 
the literature review in this paper focuses on the 
relationship between IC and profitability and 
provides an overview of data samples based on 
the industrial sector and regional representation.  

Existing studies have mostly confirmed a 
positive relationship between the profitability of 
a company and its IC. Studies applying the value-

added intellectual coefficient (VAIC) model or its 
components (Chen et al., 2005; Clarke et al., 
2011; Nadeem et al., 2019), and studies applying 
different features describing IC (Guo et al., 2012; 
Ren and Song, 2021), have shown that companies 
with a certain level of IC achieve higher values of 
return on assets (ROA) or return on equity (ROE). 
However, few studies assume no relationship 
between IC and ROA or ROE. (Firer and William, 
2003, Morariu, 2014) On the contrary, Clarke et 
al. (2011) and Joshi et al. (2013) showed using 
data samples of Australian companies that high 
levels of human and structural capital might lead 
to higher profitability. Additionally, Li et al. 
(2020), in a sample of 264 Chinese SMEs, showed 
that human capital directly increases SMEs' 
efficiency. Similarly, the studies of Ge and Xu 
(2020) and Ovechkin et al. (2021) indicated that 
structural capital and physical capital are 
significantly related to company performance on 
a single-sector data sample. Xu and Li (2020) 
assumed that profitability is impacted by 
physical, human, structural and relational capital 
based on a study of 953 manufacturing 
companies. On the other hand, Tran and Vo 
(2018) showed that human capital efficiency 
marginally reduces banks' profitability. In 
summary, most of the authors identified the 
impact of IC or its parts on the profitability of 
companies.  

Existing studies have focused on IC's impact on 
company performance within one or two 
economic sectors. These sectors can be mainly 
considered as sectors with high added value such 
as healthcare (Ali, 2020; Ge and Xu, 2020; 
Kamath, 2008; Vishnu and Gupta, 2014; Parast et 
al. 2013; Zhang et al. 2021), IT (Dženopoljac et al., 
2016), the financial sector (Joshi et al., 2013; Tran 
and Vo, 2018; Zhang et al., 2021) and the 
petrochemical sector (Parast et al., 2013). Several 
studies have also analyzed the impact of IC 
within sectors with lower added value such as 
agriculture (Ovechkin et al., 2021; Xu and Wang, 
2019) and the manufacturing sector (Xu and Li, 
2020; Xu and Liu, 2020). In addition, Zhang et al. 
(2021) conducted a study including a cross-
sector comparison and has shown that different 
elements of IC have a different impact on 
company performance in the financial and 
pharmaceutical industries. For example, these 
findings point out that the impact of human 
capital efficiency is higher in the companies from 
the pharmaceutical sector. However, the 
limitation of existing studies (Joshi et al., 2013; 
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Ge and Xu, 2020; Zhang et al., 2021) is their 
primary focus on a single industrial sector with 
its subsectors and, therefore, the expansion of 
the data set with other sectors is indeed required. 
Also, other studies (Zéghal and Maaloul, 2010, 
Nadeem et al., 2016) suggested expanding the 
analysis of IC across all industrial sectors and not 
focusing on single sectors with expected lower or 
higher levels of value added. 

From a geographical point of view, many 
studies have analyzed the impact of IC on 
profitability, mainly in developing economies 
like China (Ge and Xu, 2020; Li et al., 2020; Xu 
and Li, 2020; Xu and Liu, 2020; Xu and Wang, 
2019) and India (Ali, 2020; Kamath, 2008; Vishnu 
and Gupta, 2014). Additionally, many studies 
focusing on IC or human capital research were 
conducted in Central and Eastern Europe (CEE) 
countries such as Slovakia (Hamad and Tarnoczi, 
2021; Pílková, 2013), the Czech republic (Hamad 
and Tarnoczi, 2021; Yousaf, 2021), Poland 
(Kozera-Kowalska and Baum, 2018; Hamad and 
Tarnoczi, 2021), Hungary (Hamad and Tarnoczi, 
2021), Ukraine (Rodchenko et al., 2021), Romania 
(Morariu, 2014) and Serbia (Dženopoljac et al., 
2016), or Central Asia such as Azerbaijan 
(Ismayilzade et al., 2021) or Russia (Ovechkin et 
al., 2021). However, these studies, when 
compared to studies done in developed countries 
(e.g., Australia - Clarke et al., 2011; Joshi et al., 
2013) or the UK (Nadeem et al., 2016)) do not 
provide any essential findings on the impact of IC 
on profitability which would point to any 
cultural differences or other country specifics. 
Nevertheless, most studies have confirmed a 
positive relationship between IC (and its 
elements) and profitability.  

The advantage of small economies in CEE is 
that they can quickly become knowledge-based 

due to their size. Zelinská et al. (2020) defined a 
knowledge-based economy as high-quality and 
continuous education, economic incentives, 
institutional arrangements, and an effective 
innovation system including information 
infrastructure. Therefore, the importance of IC 
and its elements is growing in the CEE region. 
Also, it is possible to develop broad data samples, 
which might represent most of the economy 
(e.g., the number of SMEs in Slovakia was 
approximately 260,000 in the year 2020 and data 
in this study was approxivately 25,000). Such a 
data sample is representative enough and 
includes various components, which fills an 
existing literature gap on IC and its impact on 
company performance at a cross-industrial level. 
Findings developed on such data samples might 
be applied to various emerging countries and 
developed economies. 

 
DATA AND METHODOLOGY 

This study has measured the intellectual 
ability of a company via the VAIC model and its 
variables. This model measures new value 
created in a company per each invested money 
unit in each resource. (Pulic, 2004) Some studies 
have extended the original VAIC model 
primarily by attributes considering research and 
development expenses and other variables 
derived from them. (Vishnu and Gupta, 2014; 
Chen et al. 2005; Nadeem et al. 2019). 
Application of the extended model was not 
possible in this study, however; only 0.5% of the 
companies from the data sample reported some 
values for research and development expenses 
in their financial statements. Due to this 
limitation, Pulic’s original VAIC was applied in 
this study. Its variables and their formulas are 
listed in Table 1. 

 
Table 1. VAIC model variables 

Ratio Long Formula 
SCE_IC Structural capital efficiency Structural capital for the company / (Operating profit + 

Employee costs + Depreciation + Amortization) 
HCE_IC Human capital efficiency (Operating profit + Employee costs + Depreciation + 

Amortization) / Total salaries and wage paid 
ICE_IC Intellectual capital efficiency Human capital efficiency + Structural capital efficiency 

CEE_IC Capital employed efficiency (Operating profit + Employee costs + Depreciation + 
Amortization) / Book value of the net assets of company 

VAIC Value added intellectual 
capital 

Intellectual capital efficiency + Capital employed 
efficiency 

Source: author’s work based on Pulic (2004) 
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The data sample consisted of 24,351 Slovak 
companies for 2019 and 2020. The data source 
was the Finstat database, which contains the 
financial statements of companies operating in 
Slovakia. The data sample contained companies 
classified as SMEs. The classification for an SME 
is as follows: a) less than 250 employees: b) 
annual sales turnover below 50 million Euro; or 
c) total asset value below 43 million Euro. The 
distribution of the data sample per sector and its 

average VAIC values in both years are in Table 2. 
Sectors with the lowest values of VAIC in the pre-
pandemic period were tourism and gastronomy, 
sales and maintenance of vehicles, wood and 
paper, and the automotive industry. Sectors with 
the highest values of VAIC were IT, law, energy 
and mining, real estate, and finance. Provided 
values correspond with expectations when high-
added-value sectors such as IT, law or finance 
also achieve higher values of VAIC. 

 
Table 2. Sample – industrial sectors distribution and average VAIC values 

Industrial sector Nb. 
% of 

 total 
VAIC 
2019 

VAIC 
2020 

K-W test  
(p-value)  

Advertising 366 1.50 3.58 3.57 0.966 
Agriculture and forestry 1,081 4.44 3.28 3.23 0.208 
Automobile industry 85 0.35 3.16 3.10 0.583 
Clothing and footwear 194 0.80 3.28 3.44 0.228 
Construction 3,030 12.44 3.56 3.38 0.000*** 
Development and civil engineering 747 3.07 3.96 3.75 0.039* 
Education 186 0.76 3.72 3.33 0.019* 
Electrical engineering 295 1.21 3.21 3.06 0.065 
Energy and mining 249 1.02 4.36 4.26 0.673 
Engineering 474 1.95 3.24 3.10 0.024* 
Finance 333 1.37 4.59 4.67 0.774 
Food processing industry 386 1.59 3.27 3.24 0.67 
Gambling 54 0.22 3.60 2.03 0.000*** 
Health care 2,195 9.01 3.72 3.63 0.029* 
Chemistry and plastics 307 1.26 3.19 3.17 0.76 
Information technology (IT) 1,006 4.13 4.04 4.10 0.417 
Intermediary activity 571 2.34 3.91 3.74 0.157 
Law, consulting and accounting 1,309 5.38 4.09 4.10 0.875 
Media, publishing and culture 301 1.24 3.57 3.44 0.272 
Metalworking and metallurgy 966 3.97 3.47 3.30 0.001*** 
Production - other 111 0.46 3.74 3.21 0.006** 
Real estate 1,258 5.17 4.48 4.46 0.903 
Research and development 312 1.28 3.83 3.68 0.181 
Retail 1,365 5.61 3.19 3.27 0.062 
Sales and maintenance of vehicles 585 2.40 3.07 3.00 0.304 
Service 1,048 4.30 3.61 3.67 0.395 
Telecommunications 67 0.28 3.87 3.95 0.772 
Tourism and gastronomy 1,262 5.18 3.02 2.41 0.000*** 
Transportation and logistics 1,385 5.69 3.65 3.76 0.026* 
Waste management 182 0.75 3.50 3.58 0.487 
Wholesale 2,256 9.26 3.41 3.42 0.756 
Wood and paper 385 1.58 3.09 3.00 0.181 

Significance codes:  0 '***' 0.001 '**' 0.01 '*' 0.05 '.' 0.1  ' ' 1 
Source: author’s work based on FinStat database 

The main aim of this study is to examine the 
relationship between IC and company 
performance in the pre-COVID-19 period and its 

change during the pandemic. Based on this, the 
following hypotheses were defined:  
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Hypothesis 1: There is a positive relationship 
between IC and company performance in the 
pre-pandemic year. 

Hypothesis 2: There is a positive relationship 
between IC and company performance 
during the COVID-19 period. 
Hypothesis 3: There is a positive relationship 
between IC of sectors and company 
performance.   

All three hypotheses were tested by linear 
mixed-effects models. A linear mixed-effects 
model is a model that uses random-effects and 
fixed-effects. and is useful when the 
measurement is done on groups of related 
statistical units. (Obenchain and Lilly, 1993) 
Therefore, linear mixed-effects model (1) was 
tested in the following vector form: 

 

 𝑌𝑌 =  𝛽𝛽1𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉 + 𝛽𝛽2𝑆𝑆𝑉𝑉𝑆𝑆_𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉 + 𝛽𝛽3𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑆𝑆_𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉 + 𝛽𝛽4𝑉𝑉𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆_𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉 + 𝛽𝛽5𝐻𝐻𝑉𝑉𝑆𝑆_𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉 + 𝛽𝛽6 ln(𝑉𝑉𝐴𝐴𝑆𝑆)  + 𝛽𝛽7 ln(𝑆𝑆𝑉𝑉𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆)  
+  𝛿𝛿1,𝑖𝑖𝑄𝑄1,𝑖𝑖 + ⋯+  𝛿𝛿4,𝑖𝑖𝑄𝑄4,𝑖𝑖 +  𝛾𝛾1𝑆𝑆1 + ⋯+  𝛾𝛾𝑖𝑖𝑆𝑆𝑖𝑖 + 𝜀𝜀 

(1) 

where Y is a dependent variable representing 
one of the profitability ratios (ROA or ROE) for 
year 2019 (Hypothesis 1) or its annual absolute 
change (ROA year-over-year difference or ROE 
year-over-year difference) between years 2019 
and 2020 (Hypothesis 2). Both ratios were used 
by Dženopoljac et al. (2016), Ge and Xu (2020), 
Nadeem et al. (2019) and Xu and Li (2020). 
Variables VAIC, SCE_IC, ICE_IC, CEE_IC and 
HCE_IC are the original VAIC model variables 
which were calculated based on Table 2. Ln(AGE) 
represents the natural logarithm based on 
company age, and ln(SIZE) represents the natural 
logarithm of total assets. Variables 𝛽𝛽1  up to 𝛽𝛽7 
represent coefficients of the regression line 
(fixed-effects) for the respective independent 
variable. Variables Q1,i up to Q4,i are a dummy 
binary variable expressing their reference to a 
particular VAIC quartile. Variables 𝛿𝛿1,𝑖𝑖  up to 
𝛿𝛿4,𝑖𝑖 are coefficient of random-effects factors for 

dummy variable VAIC quartiles and a particular 
industrial sector i. Variables S1 up to Si are dummy 
binary variables expressing their reference to a 
particular industrial sector i. Variables 𝛾𝛾1  up to 
𝛾𝛾𝑖𝑖  is coefficients of random-effects factor for 
dummy variable industrial sector (Hypothesis 3). 
The last variable ε represents the value of the 
corresponding residual component of a linear 
regression model with mixed-effects. 
Coefficient’s estimation has been conducted in R-
Studio version 1.3.959.  

 
RESULTS OF ANALYSIS 

Table 3 shows the results of the linear mixed-
effects regression for the pre-pandemic year 
2019. These results show a positive relationship 
between ROA and ROE during the pre-pandemic 
period and HCE_IC, SCE_IC, CEE_IC, and company 
age and size.  

 
Table 3. Liner mixed-effects regression models – pre-COVID-19 profitability 

Fixed-effects 
ROA ROE 

Coeff. Stand. 
error 

t value Coeff. Stand. 
error 

t value 

VAIC 0.000 0.001 0.706 0.005 0.002 0.052 
SCE_IC 0.101 0.004 0.000*** 0.201 0.008 0.000*** 
ICE_IC 0.002 0.001 0.080 -0.005 0.002 0.044* 
CEE_IC 0.114 0.003 0.000*** 0.206 0.006 0.000*** 
HCE_IC 0.002 0.001 0.021* 0.009 0.002 0.000*** 
AGE 0.001 0.000 0.007** 0.004 0.001 0.000*** 
SIZE 0.001 0.000 0.000*** 0.006 0.001 0.000*** 
Random-effects             
First quartile -0.055     -0.051     
Second quartile -0.066     -0.086     
Third quartile -0.082     -0.127     
Fourth quartile -0.107     -0.143     
R squared adjusted 0.570     0.365     
Wald chi-square 4,945.200     3,472.500     
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p-value 0.000 ***   0.000 ***   
AIC -55,569.000     -17,593.000     
BIC -55,488.000     -17,512.000     

Significance codes:  0 '***' 0.001 '**' 0.01 '*' 0.05 '.' 0.1  ' ' 1 
Source: own calculation in R-Studio based on financial statements 
 

This finding indicates that larger, well-
established companies achieved higher levels of 
profitability because the combination of their 
capital (both physical and financial) with skills, 
experience, productivity, knowledge, strategy, 
and organizational networks was on a higher 
level. The random-effects analysis also achieved 
similar results – penalization of companies in the 
first quartile for VAIC was two times lower for 
ROA and three times lower for ROE than the 
values for companies in the fourth quartile. 

Different results were achieved by the linear 
mixed-effects regression model analyzing the 
difference in profitability between pre-pandemic 
and pandemic years as shown in Table 4. This 

model indicates a negative relationship between 
profitability and SCE_IC and CEE_IC (for ROA and 
ROE), company age and ICE_IC (for ROA) and 
company size (for ROE). Companies with higher 
levels of structural, physical, and financial capital 
achieved worse profitability results than 
companies with lower investments in capital. 
Moreover, the random-effects analysis shows 
that companies in the first quartile of VAIC 
achieved lower performance than companies in 
other quartiles. These results indicate that 
expenses associated with maintenance of 
different capital components (structural or 
employed) might cause temporarily weaker 
performance during crisis periods. 

 
Table 4. Linear mixed-effects regression models – COVID-19 profitability (delta) 

Fixed-effects 
Delta ROA Delta ROE 

Coeff. Stand. 
error 

t value Coeff. Stand. 
error 

t value 

VAIC 0.001 0.002 0.373 0.002 0.003 0.630 
SCE_IC -0.060 0.005 0.000*** -0.174 0.011 0.000*** 
ICE_IC -0.003 0.002 0.047* 0.001 0.003 0.706 
CEE_IC -0.029 0.004 0.000*** -0.106 0.008 0.000*** 
HCE_IC -0.002 0.001 0.104 0.000 0.003 0.936 
AGE -0.001 0.000 0.005** -0.001 0.001 0.326 
SIZE 0.000 0.000 0.760 -0.009 0.001 0.000*** 
Random-effects             
First quartile 0.038     0.193     
Second quartile 0.041     0.217     
Third quartile 0.048     0.239     
Fourth quartile 0.058     0.239     
R squared adjusted 0.200     0.479     
Wald chi-square 851.860     577.050     
p-value 0.000 ***   0.000 ***   
AIC -38,488.000     -674.620     
BIC -38,407.000     -593.620     

Significance codes:  0 '***' 0.001 '**' 0.01 '*' 0.05 '.' 0.1  ' ' 1 
Source: own calculation in R-Studio based on financial statements 
 

Figure 1 shows coefficients for random-effects 
for the dummy variable industrial sector. 
Random effects from parts a) and b) show that 
sectors with high profitability (blue lines) during 
the pre-pandemic period are the IT, healthcare, 

finance, electrical engineering, research and 
development, and law, consulting, and 
accounting sectors. These sectors can be 
considered as sectors with the highest ability of 
IC as per the descriptive analysis. Therefore, their 

Table 3. Continued 
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VAIC values were the highest. Random-effects 
from parts c) and d) show the difference in the 
profitability of these sectors during the COVID-
19 year. Sectors with the lowest ROA or ROE are 
tourism and gastronomy, and gambling. These 
sectors were hit the most during 2020 due to 
restrictions and closures, restriction of 
movement, and cancellation of sporting events. 

All of the COVID-19 restrictions negatively 
impacted the profitability of companies from 
these sectors. Based on confidence interval 
analysis, it can be assumed that random-effects 
for models with ROE are more robust (confidence 
interval has lower variability) than random-
effects for models with ROA. 

 

Figure 1. Random effects from linear mixed effects model 
Source: own calculation in R-Studio based on financial statements 
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DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION 
The main aim of this study has been to examine 

the relationship between IC and company 
performance in the pre-COVID-19 period and its 
change during the pandemic. The analysis was 
conducted on 24,351 Slovak companies for 2019 
and 2020, and the results indicate the following 
findings.  

First, the results of this study show a positive 
relationship between company profitability and 
its size, age, CEE_IC, SCE_IC and HCE_IC. This 
finding does not reject Hypothesis 1. The positive 
relationship is in line with existing studies of Li 
et al. (2020), Ge and Xu (2020), Nadeem et a. 
(2019), Ovechkin et al. (2021) and Xu and Li 
(2020). Physical and financial capital are still 
crucial in companies and companies' business 
success in post-communist countries like 
Slovakia, which does not depend only on 
intangible resources. The transformation to the 
knowledge economy of post-communist 
countries in the CEE region might bring 
companies sustainable competitive advantage 
via endogenous growth out of a middle-income 
trap.  

Second, during the COVID-19 year, ICE_IC, 
SCE_IC and CEE_IC had a negative impact on 
company profitability. Companies in the highest 
VAIC quartile achieved worse profitability results 
than companies in the lower quartiles. Therefore, 
based on the second finding, Hypothesis 2 is 
rejected. Moreover, the second finding indicates 
that different components of IC temporarily 
decreased company profit during the crisis. 
Higher expenses can cause this profit decrease to 
maintain IC and relatively limited options on 
decreasing these expenses over a short period. In 
Slovakia, like in other CEE countries, the cost to 
maintain IC during the crisis when there are low 
levels of liquidity in the market exceeded the 
benefits of having IC in a company. This can be 
explained by underestimating IC importance or 
relatively inefficient crisis management in 
companies in times of a crisis. These findings 
align with Morariu (2014), who pointed out that 
the relationship between IC and profitability 
weakens during a crisis. However, these findings 
are still opposed to studies of Kehelwalatenna 
(2016) and Nadeem et al. (2019). 

Third, sectors achieving the highest values of 
VAIC (e.g., IT, healthcare, finance or electrical 
engineering) also achieved above-average 
performance of ROA and ROE parameters in the 

pre-COVID-19 period; this aligns with the 
expectation of Hypothesis 3, which is neither 
rejected. Similar results were provided by Zhang 
et al. (2021), who also showed the different 
impacts of IC on company performance for 
sectors in their data sample. However, contrary 
to Zhang's study, our study assumes a higher 
impact of IC on the financial sector instead of 
healthcare. Then, during the COVID-19 
pandemic, the performance of these companies 
worsened even though the IC ability measured 
via VAIC remained almost unchanged. The 
sectors hit by the decreased profitability were 
mainly tourism and gastronomy or gambling. 
These sectors were hit during the second COVID-
19 wave due to restrictive measures.  

A possible limitation of this study is that the 
analysis was conducted only for two periods 
(pre-COVID-19 and COVID-19 year). Even though 
IC might seem like a burden in the COVID-19 
crisis, all the skills, experience, productivity, 
knowledge, strategy, or structure would provide 
a competitive advantage for companies once the 
crisis is over. These companies can, as a result, 
subsequently grow faster. Therefore, future 
studies should focus on analyzing the post-
COVID-19 period and the development of IC. 
Another limitation of this study is the inability to 
apply the extended VAIC model as only a 
minimum number of companies in the data 
sample reported research and development 
expenses in their financial statements. 
Application of the extended model therefore is 
currently impossible in the Slovak environment. 
Regardless of these limitations, this study is the 
first to apply the VAIC model in Slovakia and 
estimate its coefficients via a linear mixed-
effects model, and as a result it has contributed 
to the extension of the literature dealing with IC 
by providing new empirical evidence from the 
CEE region during negative events – economic 
crisis. 

 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

This manuscript was supported by the Faculty 
of Management, Comenius University in 
Bratislava, Slovakia and by VEGA 1/0393/21 
titled Impact Analysis of Restrictive Measures 
and Government Aid Associated with 
Coronavirus on Financial Health of Small and 
Medium-Sized Enterprises in Slovakia. 

 
 



Intellectual capital and its impact on SME’s…                                                  Lenka Papíková and Mário Papík 
 

                                                                                www.ieeca.org/journal                                                                   529 

REFERENCES 
Ali, A. (2020). Working capital, profit and 

profitability: An absolute and relational 
study of selected leading Indian 
pharmaceutical firms. Accounting, 6, pp. 
951-960. 
https://doi.org/10.5267/j.ac.2020.8.001 

Clarke, M., Seng, D., and Whitting, R. H. (2011). 
Intellectual Capital and Firm Performance in 
Australia. Journal of Intellectual Capital, 
12(4), pp. 505-530. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691931111181706 

Chen, M. C., Cheng, S. J., and Hwang, Y. (2005). An 
empirical investigation of the relationship 
between intellectual capital and firms’ 
market value and financial performance. 
Journal of Intellectual Capital, 6(2), pp. 159–
176.  
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691930510592771 

Dženopoljac, V., Janoševic, S., and Bontis, N. 
(2016). Intellectual capital and financial 
performance in the Serbian ICT industry, 
Journal of Intellectual Capital, 17(2), pp. 
373-396. https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-07-
2015-0068 

Finstat, (2021). Dataset of Financial Statements, 
Retrieved from https://finstat.sk/datasety-
na-stiahnutie June 24, 2021 

Firer, S., and Williams, S. M. (2003). Intellectual 
capital and traditional measures of corporate 
performance. Journal of Intellectual Capital, 
4(3), pp. 348-360. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691931111181706 

Ge, F., and Xu, J. (2020). Does intellectual capital 
investment enhance firm performance? 
Evidence from pharmaceutical sector in 
China, Technology Analysis & Strategic 
Management, 33(9), pp. 1006-1021. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09537325.2020.186
2414 

Guo, W-Ch., Shiah-Hou, S-R., and Chien W-J. 
(2012). A study on intellectual capital and 
firm performance in biotech companies, 
Applied Economics Letters, 19(16), pp. 
1603-1608. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504851.2011.646
062 

Hamad, M. and Tarnoczi, T. (2021). An Efficiency 
Analysis of Companies Operating in the 
Pharmaceutical Industry in the Visegrad 
Countries. Intelektine Ekonomika – 

Intellectual Economics, 15(2), pp 131-155. 
https://doi.org/10.13165/IE-21-15-2-07 

Ismayilzade, A. A., Guliyeva, S., Teymurova, V., 
Azizova, R., and Chinara, A. (2021). The 
Impact of COVID-19 on the Quality of 
Human Capital for the Economic 
Develipment of Azerbaijan. Journal of 
Eastern European and Central Asian 
Research, 8(1) pp. 26-39. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.15549/jeecar.v8i1.639 

Joshi, M., Cahill, D., and Sidhu, J. (2012). 
Intellectual capital and financial 
performance: an evaluation of the Australian 
financial sector. Journal of Intellectual Capital. 
14(2), pp. 264-285. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691931311323887 

Li, G., Luo, Z., Anwar, M., Lu, Y., Wang, X., Liu, X. 
(2020). Intellectual capital and the efficiency 
of SMEs in the transition economy China; Do 
financial resources strengthen the routes? 
PLoS ONE 15(7). 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.02354
62 

Kamath, G. B. (2008). Intellectual capital and 
corporate performance in Indian 
pharmaceutical industry, Journal of 
Intellectual Capital, 9(4), pp. 684-704. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691930810913221 

Kehelwalatenna, S. (2016). Intellectual capital 
performance during financial crises. 
Measuring Business Excellence, 20(3), pp. 
55-78. https://doi.org/10.1108/MBE-08-
2015-0043 

Kozera-Kowalska, M., and Baum, R. (2018). 
Measurement of Intellectual Capital in 
Agricultural Enterprises: A Case Study in 
Poland. Proceedings of the 10th Economics 
& Finance Conference, Rome, pp 209-220. 
https://doi.org/10.20472/EFC.2018.010.015 

Morariu, C. M. (2014). Intellectual capital 
performance in the case of Romanian public 
companies. Journal of Intellectual Capital, 
15(3), pp. 392–410. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-05-2014-0061 

Nadeem, M., Gan, Ch., and Ngyuen, C. (2016). 
Intellectual Capital and Firm Performance: 
Static or Dynamic Estimation: Evidence 
from the UK. European Conference on 
Intangibles and Intellectual Capital, pp. 178-
185.  

Nadeem, M., Dumay, J., and Massaro, M. (2019). 
If you can measure it, you can manage it: a 

https://doi.org/10.5267/j.ac.2020.8.001
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691931111181706
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691930510592771
https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-07-2015-0068
https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-07-2015-0068
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691931111181706
https://doi.org/10.1080/09537325.2020.1862414
https://doi.org/10.1080/09537325.2020.1862414
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504851.2011.646062
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504851.2011.646062
https://doi.org/10.13165/IE-21-15-2-07
http://dx.doi.org/10.15549/jeecar.v8i1.639
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691931311323887
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0235462
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0235462
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691930810913221
https://doi.org/10.1108/MBE-08-2015-0043
https://doi.org/10.1108/MBE-08-2015-0043
https://doi.org/10.20472/EFC.2018.010.015
https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-05-2014-0061


Intellectual capital and its impact on SME’s…                                                  Lenka Papíková and Mário Papík 
 

                                                                                www.ieeca.org/journal                                                                   530 

case of intellectual capital. Australian 
Accounting Review, 29(2), pp. 395–407. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/auar.12227 

Obenchain, B., and Lilly, E. (1993). Common 
Industrial Applications of Mixed Models. 
Proceedings of MWSUG ’93. pp. 243-252. 

Ovechkin, D. V., Romashkina, G. F., and 
Davydenko, V. A. (2021). The Impact of 
Intellectual Capital on the Profitability of 
Russian Agricultural Firms. Agronomy, 11, 
286, 
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11020286 

Parast, L. Z. D., Delkhak, J., and Jamshidi, E. 
(2013). The Study of Intellectual Capital and 
Earnings in the Tehran Stock Exchange, 
European Online Journal of Natural and 
Social Sciences, 2(3), pp. 3251-3260. 

Pilková, A., Papula, J., Volná, J., and Holienka, M. 
(2013) The influence of intellectual capital 
on firm performance among Slovak SMEs, 
Proceedings of the 10th International 
Conference on Intellectual Capital, 
Knowledge Management and Organisational 
Learning.  

Pulic, A. (2004). Intellectual capital–does it 
create or destroy value? Measuring Business 
Excellence, 8(1), pp. 62-68. 

Ren, S. and Song, Z. (2021). Intellectual capital 
and firm innovation: incentive effect and 
selection effect, Applied Economics Letters, 
28(7), pp. 617-623. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504851.2020.176
7281 

Rodchenko, V., Rekun, G., Fedoryshyna, L., 
Roshchin, I., and Gazarian, S. (2021). The 
Effectiveness of Human Capital in the 
Context of the Digital Transformation of the 
Economy: the Case of Ukraine. Journal of 
Eastern European and Central Asian 
Research, 8(2) pp. 26-39. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.15549/jeecar.v8i2.686 

Tran, D. B., and Vo, D. H. (2018). Should bankers 
be concerned with Intellectual capital? A 
study of the Thai banking sector. Journal of 
Intellectual Capital. 19(5), pp. 897-914. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-12-2017-0185 

Xu, J., and Li, J. (2020). The interrelationship 
between intellectual capital and firm 
performance: evidence from China’s 
manufacturing sector. Journal of Intellectual 
Capital, Vol. ahead-of-print No. ahead-of-

print. https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-08-2019-
0189 

Xu, J., and Liu, F. (2020). The Impact of 
Intellectual Capital on Firm Performance: A 
Modified and Extended VAIC Model. Journal 
of Competitiveness, 12(1), pp. 161–176. 
https://doi.org/10.7441/joc.2020.01.10 

Xu, J., and Wang, B. (2019). Intellectual capital 
and financial performance of Chinese 
agricultural listed companies. Custos e 
Agronegocio, 15(1), 273-290. 
https://doi.org/10.7441/joc.2020.01.10 

Yousaf M. (2021). Intellectual capital and firm 
performance: evidence from certified firms 
from the EFQM excellence model, Total 
Quality Management & Business Excellence, 
https://doi.org/10.1080/14783363.2021.197
2800 

Vishnu, S., and Gupta, V. K. (2014). Intellectual 
capital and performance of pharmaceutical 
firms in India. Journal of Intellectual Capital, 
15(1), pp. 83–99. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/jic-04-2013- 0049 

Zéghal, D., and Maaloul, A. (2010). Analysing 
value added as an indicator of intellectual 
capital and its consequences on company 
performance. Journal of Intellectual Capital, 
11(1), 39-60. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/1469193101101332
5 

Zelinska, H., Andrusiv, U., and Simkiv, L. (2020). 
Knowledge Economy: Trends in the World 
and Analysis of Ukraine. Journal of 
Intellectual Capital, 7(1), 104-113. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.15549/jeecar.v7i1.325 

Zhang, X-B., Duc, T. P., Mutuc, E. B., and Tsai, F-S. 
(2021). Intellectual Capital and Financial 
Performance: Comparison with Financial 
and Pharmaceutical Industries in Vietnam, 
Frontiers in Psychology, 12, 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.595615 

https://doi.org/10.1111/auar.12227
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11020286
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504851.2020.1767281
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504851.2020.1767281
http://dx.doi.org/10.15549/jeecar.v8i2.686
https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-12-2017-0185
https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-08-2019-0189
https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-08-2019-0189
https://doi.org/10.7441/joc.2020.01.10
https://doi.org/10.7441/joc.2020.01.10
https://doi.org/10.1080/14783363.2021.1972800
https://doi.org/10.1080/14783363.2021.1972800
https://doi.org/10.1108/jic-04-2013-%200049
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691931011013325
https://doi.org/10.1108/14691931011013325
http://dx.doi.org/10.15549/jeecar.v7i1.325
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.595615


Intellectual capital and its impact on SME’s…                                                  Lenka Papíková and Mário Papík 
 

                                                                                www.ieeca.org/journal                                                                   531 

ABOUT THE AUTHORS 
Lenka Papíková, email: 

lenka.papikova@fm.uniba.sk  
Mgr. Lenka Papíková, Ph.D. has been PhD 

student at Faculty of Management of 
Comenius University in Bratislava. She has 
finalized dissertation thesis on the topic of 
Determinants and Heterogeneity of 
Fraudulent Activities in Business Entities in 
2018. Currently, she is accounting lector at 
Department of Economics and Finance, 
Faculty of Management. She is also 
participating in the project Impact Analysis 
of Restrictive Measures and Government Aid 
Associated with Coronavirus on Financial 
Health of Small and Medium-Sized 
Enterprises in Slovakia. 

Mgr. Mário Papík, Ph.D. is a graduate of bachelor 
and master’s degree at Faculty of 
Mathematics, Physics and Informatics and 
doctoral studies at Faculty of Management of 
Comenius University in Bratislava. He has 
finalized his dissertation thesis in the field of 
Analysis of Investment Products’ Impact to 
the Management of Financial Institution in 
2017. Currently, he is a researcher at 
Department of Economics and Finance, 
Faculty of Management. He is also project 
leader of Impact Analysis of Restrictive 
Measures and Government Aid Associated 
with Coronavirus on Financial Health of 
Small and Medium-Sized Enterprises in 
Slovakia, which started in 2021. 


