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Xo X1 X2 X3 X4 Xs Xe
1 10000 0 16 0 02 8 012 00480 4
2 1200 0. 40 0. 67 4 0. 28 0. 2000 0
3 16000 0 63 0 70 17 0 15 0 1250 0
4 100 0. 50 0. 50 3 0 11 0. 0500 0
5 140 0. 50 0. 40 1 0. 40 0. 0500 0
6 2500 0 50 0 04 3 0 03 0 0357 0
7 2120 0. 20 0. 50 3 0 .24 0. 0300 0
8 31026 0 15 017 10 0 05 00943 2
9 10000 0 17 0.20 10 075 0. 0097 0
10 9200 0 57 0. 06 22 0. 66 00100 0
11 1000 0 75 0. 00 13 024 00026 0
12 6000 0 14 0. 30 15 0. 65 0. 0500 0
13 9000 Q. 27 0. 06 16 0. 66 0. 0050 1
14 7000 0 44 1 00 7 0 17 0. 0089 0
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3 0. 8705 0. 8080 0 8757 0 7953 09202 Q 7150
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Analysis on Influencing Factors of University- Industry Cooperation Effect :
Taking Swine Industry in Sichuan as An Example

LiuJdin,Li Dongmei ,Tang Shu,Wang Xuemei
(School of Management ,Schuan Agriculture University ,Ya' an Schuan 625014 ,China)

Abstract : Aiming at the government' s unbalanced investment in industry-university-research ,this paper analyzes the universty-industry coop-
eration efect and its major influencing factors by the gray connection analyss method from the perspective of enterprise The result shows:the
influence of the universty-industry cooperation on enterprisé sincomeis greater than that of the enterprise own technological accumulation ;the
interrelatedness between the university-industry cooperation time and the enterprise s saleis the biggest ,and the enterprise s technologica cap-
ital input to scientific research unit is next ,and the interrel atedness between the enterprisé s patent application quantity and enterprise sincome
isthe smallest.

Key words: university-industry cooperation; influencing factor ; gray connection anays's

11



