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®1 2EEH . BREE5EETIUVAMEREGUFRANS - HERNBEXRHI R

. ol F iz N
R&D A|#%R5 R&D #|R&D & W
Rep A |ROD AHEE ‘ 2l s|rRep 2|
foagy |0 BT TR IRED &R SRR\ RE2E) | ST A A
nE EHAR|RED A% LY LT S O mﬂ;t P TS
=2 1 A
® kg | RnE S - 7 %
" . Pearson Cor- ) ] o ) - B
R&D/\)ﬂ\é\ﬂﬂ'ﬁﬁ . 1 0.576" —0.291 [ 0.965" " [0.537"" 0. 347 0.550 0. 257 0.175 0.885" "
relation
Sig.
_ 0. 0.001 0.112 0. 000 0. 002 0. 056 0.001 0.163 0. 346 0. 000
(2-tailed)
RED AR & #4 %% | Pearson Cor- i - oo .
. . 0.576 1 —0.430" | 0.545 0.700" " | 0.475" 0.417 0.528" 0.396" 0,477~
ARE relation
Sig.
' ) 0.001 0. 0.016 0.002 0. 000 0.007 0.019 0.002 0.027 0.007
(2-tailed)
H2ERE T2 Pearson Cor-
tF %f B Pearson Cor ) oo | g 4300 1 —0.259 | —0.106 | —0.064 | —0.383 | —0.048 | —0.130 | —0.069
REDAGRE relation
Sig. _
) 0.112 0.016 0. 0.159 0.571 0.732 0.033 0.799 0. 485 0.711
(2-tailed)
Pearson Cor- B o i i ]
R&D %% . 0,965 10,545 | —0.259 1 0. 564 0.373* | 0.520" " 0. 288 0.192 0.815*~
relation
Sig. _
, 0. 000 0.002 0.159 0. 0.001 0.039 0.003 0.116 0. 301 0. 000
(2-tailed)
R&D %% & ## % % | Pearson Cor-
kB AR | Pearson Cor) o000+ | —0.106 | 0,564 - 1 |o0.6027% | 0.278 |0.639%* | 0.254 |0.467%°
ZRE relation
Sig.
) 0.002 0. 000 0.571 0. 001 0. 0. 000 0.129 0. 000 0.167 0.008
(2-tailed)
R&D %% & % & 4% | Pearson Cor- )
. 0. 347 0.475" " | —0.064 | 0.373 0.602" " 1 0.192 0.622° " 10.613"" 0. 340
KARE relation
Sig.
' ) 0. 056 0.007 0.732 0.039 0. 000 0. 0. 300 0. 000 0. 000 0.062
(2-tailed)
Bl T 455 % A 7 | Pearson Cor-
FRALES LS | Pearson Cor |l | —ossse [oos20e < | oo | o012 1 0.235 | 0.392 | 0.481" "
ZHREELE relation
Sig.
® ) 0.001 0.019 0.033 0.003 0.129 0. 300 0. 0. 202 0.029 0. 006
(2-tailed)
RED R B 54 F B | Pearson Cor-
. 0. 257 0.528" —0. 048 0. 288 0.639" 0.622" " 0. 235 1 0.325 0.219
e relation
Sig.
_ 0.163 0.002 0.799 0.116 0. 000 0. 000 0.202 0. 0. 074 0.237
(2-tailed)
. Pearson Cor-
3% B WK AE LA ela:? O 06560 % | 0.458% | —0.282 | 0745 % |0.542% | 0.438* | 0.314 | 0.330 | 0.224 |0.495"
relation
Sig.
, 0. 000 0.011 0.130 0. 000 0. 002 0.016 0.091 0.075 0.235 0.005
(2-tailed)
HERP I % Z | Pearson Cor-
# R 7| Pearson Cor ) o | 0 aese | —0.130 | 0192 | 0250 |0.613° ¢ | 0.302° | 0.3 1 0. 232
ErE relation
Sig.
) 0. 346 0.027 0. 485 0. 301 0.167 0. 000 0.029 0.074 0. 0. 209
(2-tailed)
Pearson Cor-
RREH KT . 0.885" " 10,477 | —0.069 | 0.815" " | 0.467" " 0. 340 0.481" " 0.219 0.232 1
relation
Sig. ~
, 0. 000 0.007 0.711 0. 000 0.008 0. 062 0. 006 0.237 0. 209 0.
(2-tailed)

** Correlation is significant at the 0. 01 level (2-tailed).

* Correlation is significant at the 0. 05 level (2-tailed).
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Evaluation on the Efficiency of Industrial Enterprise Technology Innovation on DEA

LIU Dong-xia

(College of Economics and Management, North University of China, Taiyuan 030051, China)

Abstract: The system of enterprise technology innovation is an important part of the national innovation system. The efficiency of enterprise tech-
nology innovation would affect the construction of innovative nation. Therefore, it is meaningful to evaluate the efficiency of enterprise technology.
According to the second national industrial enterprise economic statistics data, the efficiency of industrial enterprise technology innovation of 31
provinces and municipalities in China is calculated by means of DEA. The following conclusions are drawn: with the number of industrial enterprise
technology innovation in 2008, the industrial enterprise technology innovation of a majority of provinces and municipalities has lower efficiency and
output, and deficiency of R& D talent. This affords the theoretic foundation for the decision—maker to improve the efficiency of industrial enter-

prise technology innovation.

Key words: technology innovation management;evaluation on the efficiency of industrial enterprise technology innovation; DEA
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Improvement and Perfection of Success Method of Post- evaluation
Method Based on Grey Theory

DU Jun-hui

(School of Economics and Management, North University of China, Taiyuan 030051, China)

Abstract ; Degree of success method is a common method of Post- evaluation, but the degree of success method only gives some qualitative evalua-
tion results by evaluation experts. Due to evaluation index system of degree of success possess the character of grey system, on this basis,improve
the tradition degree of success method in this paper. Using grey related degree calculate evaluation indexes weight, adopting grey statistical method
quantitative conclude evaluation result. Finally ,a numerical example is given to show the feasibility and effectiveness of the method.

Key words: post- evaluation;degree of success method;grey related degree;grey statistical method
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