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Ressarch on Evaluation System of Independent Innovation Ability of Enterprise:
From Per spective of Government Procurement Supporting

Ying Hongbin ,Dou Wei
(School of Management ,Zhejiang Universty , Hangzhou 310058 ,China)

Abstract : Through government procurement to support enterprise’ sindependent innovation isone of important polidesto enhance enterprise’ sinnovar
tion ability ,the smooth i mplementation of which depends on the construction of the eval uation system of enterprise’ sindependent innovation a
bility. Considering the relationship between enterprise’ s independent innovation ability and the abilitiesin R &D ,production and marketing ,it
constructs the eval uation system of independent innovation ability of enterprise from the perspective of government procurement supporting
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Perfor mance Evaluation on Regional Indigenous Innovation : Taking Fujian
Province asan Example

Zhang Lianggiang
(Institute of Soft Science,Fuzhou University ,Fuzhou 350002 ,China)

Abstract : Evaluating the performance of regiona indigenousinnovation hasimportant s gnificance in improving further innovation management
and the efficiency of innovating system Based on the chain model of technology innovation and stage characteristic of innovation process,this
paper putsforward a method and a conceptual model on performance eval uation of regional indigenousinnovation And taking Fujian province as
the example and usng the data reflecting the stuation of regiona indigenous innovation of Fujian province during 1995-2006 ,it eval uates the
performance of every sector in innovation process such as knowledge innovation ,experimental development ,desgn and manufacture and market
achievement by means of DEA method ,and di scusses the problems existing in the innovation system and the reasons Findly it points out the
improving directions and measures to enhance the performance of regiona indigenous innovation

Key words: regional indigenous innovation ; performance eval uation; DEA ; Fujian
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