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1 DEA
12 vz ” ”

1 2 3 1 2 3 4
1 1 1.0000 | 2.5310 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
2 2 1.0000 | 1.6911 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
3 2 1.0000 | 1.6320 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
4 2 1.0000 | 1.6289 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
5 2 1.0000 | 1.5599 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
6 2 1.0000 | 1.5553 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
7 3 1.0000 | 1.3855 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
8 3 1.0000 | 1.3124 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
9 3 1.0000 | 1.2856 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
10 3 1.0000 | 1.2074 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
11 3 1.0000 | 1.1800 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
12 3 1.0000 | 1.1106 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
13 3 1.0000 | 1.0674 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
14 3 1.0000 | 1.0260 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
15 3 1.0000 | 1.0000 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
16 3 0.9980 | 0.9980 13.31| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.82 | 1.92 | 0.00
17 3 0.9631 | 0.9631 31.20 | 0.00 | 21.64 | 24.46 | 0.00 | 5.69 | 0.00
18 3 0.9267 | 0.9267 8.13 | 0.00 | 0.00 |25.61 | 0.00 | 8.13 | 72.19
19 4 0.8112 | 0.8112 6.41 | 0.00 | 25.08 | 54.85 | 0.32 | 24.77 | 16.35
20 4 0.8017 | 0.8017 0.00 | 23.43 | 0.00 | 57.83 | 0.25 | 24.24 | 73.70
21 4 0.7971 | 0.7971 0.00 | 0.00 | 37.14 | 24.45 | 0.51 | 37.88 | 26.67
22 4 0.7834 | 0.7834 0.00 | 0.00 | 27.76 | 8.55 | 3.04 | 89.94 |190.03
23 4 0.7819 | 0.7819 0.00 | 0.00 | 3.01 {110.10| 0.26 | 84.41 | 0.00
24 4 0.7643 | 0.7643 23.89 | 0.00 | 39.36 | 13.49 | 0.89 | 48.34 | 32.56
25 4 0.7638 | 0.7638 0.00 | 264 | 0.00 | 62.28 | 0.19 | 34.38 | 0.00
26 4 0.7466 | 0.7466 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 4297 | 1.11 | 5857 | 0.00
27 4 0.7234 | 0.7234 0.00 | 0.00 | 11.46 | 36.18 | 0.32 | 62.49 |126.02
28 4 0.7063 | 0.7063 23.82| 0.00 | 0.00 |21.25| 0.27 |85.84 | 96.77
29 4 0.6572 | 0.6572 0.00 | 0.00 | 2.02 | 97.35| 0.23 |105.12| 0.00
30 4 0.6069 | 0.6069 0.00 | 0.00 | 19.67 | 51.54 | 0.93 | 74.59 | 51.17
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Research on Relative Validity of Region’s S&T Resource Allocation

ZHANG Qian-wei and ZHEN Ling
(Economic School Renmin University of China  Beijing 100872 China)

Abstract: In this paper, the theory of super data envelopment analysis was applied in the evaluation of relative validity of
region's S&T resource allocation. The evaluation index system was elected with the application of the variable relativity theory,
and based on cluster analysis, we gave the classification of region's allocation validity. Furthermore, the evaluated results were
analyzed, and the corresponding countermeasures and suggestions were proposed.

Key words: allocation of S&T resources DEA method cluster analysis
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