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Comparative Analyses on Relationships Between

the Government Scale of SU ZHE WAN Provinceand R&D Levds

ZHU Yurrjuan
(Business adminigration department , An Hui Univerdty , Hefei 230039, China)

Abstract : Generaly speaking ,it is necessary for government to i mprove resource alocative eficiency becauseof R &D’ s market failure, while the scae

of government has some pronmoting influenceon R &D. Regarding the following three provinces: JiangSu zhgiang Anhui asan object of study, thisar-

ticle andyzes the reationships between the above mentioned government scaes and R &D levels by meansof regresson andyses, and reaches some va u-

able condusons.
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