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Dynamic Evaluation Research of Innovative City

Wu Jiabao Zhang Qinhu
(China university of Mining and Technology, Xuzhou 122116, China)

(Abstract) It's the imporiant steps for implementing the innovative country strategy to construct innovative city- Tracking the con-
struction condition innovative city and quantifying key driving indexes and key performance indexes have a practical significance for improv-
ing innovative city- Applying principal component analysis and quantity index composite index, the article gives a longitudinal evaluation
and shows fixed base index and up index about one innovation city- And we hope it has a reference for stakeholders of the construction of
innovative city -

(Key words) innovative city; dynamic evaluation; principal component analysis; quantity index composite index
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