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1.775 4.636 —0.855 0.250 -0.665 1.664 1.777 A 5.036 6.042 A
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2009 0.815 0.739 0.769 0.646  0.773
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The Coordination of Regional Innovation Capability and Innovation Efficiency

QI Yawei
(1. School of Information Technology Jiangxi University of Finance & Economics Nanchang Jiangxi 330032 China;
2. Institute of Quantitative & Technical Economics Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100732 China)

Abstract: From the point of relationship among innovation bodies that is enterprises universities and research insti—
tutions and innovation environment a regional innovation ability index system is built. Innovation capability of 30
provinces in China from 2009 to 2012 is calculated by the factor analysis model. At the same time super efficiency
model is used to measure the efficiency of regional innovation. According to the coordination and correlation of inno—
vation ability and innovation efficiency provinces and cities in China can be divided into four types that is high lev-
el innovation coordination low level innovation coordination high level innovation disorder low level innovation dis—
order correlation of production-study—research cooperation innovation ability and regional innovation efficiency is the
largest the influence of enterprise innovation ability on the innovation efficiency is more important than innovation
environment gradually.
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