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Study on Performance Evaluation of R& D Investment in
Zhejiang Province Based on DEA

1,2 . .2
Gu Huashan '", Lei Yuanling
(1. School of Public Administration, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310000, China ;

2. School of E conomics, Jiax ing U niver sity, Jiax ing Zhejiang 314000, China)

Abstract: This paper analyzes and evaluates the performance of R&D investment in Zhejiang province by DEA. The empirical results show

that: the effects of R&D investment in Zhejiang is not high in general, showing the trend of first increase, then decrease and increase again; the

growth of manufacturing industry comes from the improvement of technology efficiency, not the progress of technology itself. Finally, it puts for2

ward some suggestions on how to improve the efficiency of R& D investment through strengthening the technology management mechanism of

government and system innovation.

Key words: R&D investment; performance evaluation; data envelopment analysis; Zhejiang

1) :

2)

22



