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Economic performance of Shanghai
R& D and transformation functional platform
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( Shanghai Unviersity of Engineering Science, Shanghai 201620, China)
[ Abstract] In recent years, to build a science and technology innovation center with global influence, and combining the
experience of developed countries with the actual situation in Shanghai, new systems have been launched to speed up the construction
of R &D and transformation functional platforms.There are currently few research results on its economic performance in China, and
further research on the research topic is imperative. This paper uses the analytic hierarchy process ( AHP) to construct an index

evaluation system for the analysis of its economic performance.
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Tab. 2 Criteria layer B judgment matrix

B, B, B, W

B, 1 172 3 0.319 6
B, 2 1 4 0.558 4
By 173 1/4 1 0.1220

A, = 3.0183 CR=00176
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Tab. 3 Each judgment matrices of index layers B,—S

Sy Sy S5 w
s, 1 1/5 3 0.188 4
S, 5 1 7 0.730 6
S, 1/3 1/7 1 0.081 0

Ay = 3.0649  CR = 0.062 4
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Fig. 1 Economic performance evaluation index system for R&D Tab. 4 Each judgment matrix of index layer B,—-S
and transformation functional platform S, S, S, -
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Tab. 1 Two—-two judgment matrices between criterion layers B

Ay = 3.0183  CR =0.0176
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Tab. 6 Distribution of index weight
HEMZ (B) BE F/PRZ(S) FIE BAE ey

AlEitE 0.319 6 RPN E R 0.081 0 0.025 9
FIT R4S BB AR 2 5 0.730 6 0.233 5
AR ER AP E (G R 0.188 4 0.060 2
RO iR 55 0.558 4 A A4 b S R AR R 118 YR (i ) DR 0.691 0 0.385 9
SV £ A R A TSR 0.091 4 0.051 0

ATl At 1 5 P 1 0.217 6 0.121 5 3
B2 BT 0.122 0 BB A R 0.078 3 0.009 6
HALER AL B FTHLH ¢ % 0.716 7 0.087 4
HHZ A TREH 0.051 0 0.006 2
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Tab. 7 Comprehensive economic performance scores of Shanghai’s R&D and transformation functional platforms
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