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Table 1 The comprehensive evaluation index system of innovative districts of Chongqing
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Table 2 Computation score of comprehensive evaluation of secondary indicators

gy 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
R AH 0.13 0.12 0.16 0.21 0.22 0.22 0.25 0.34 0.31 0.28
ERAH 0.09 0. 10 0.11 0.16 0.18 0.19 0.21 0.23 0.23 0.23
P BH 0.13 0.11 0.13 0.17 0.20 0.21 0.24 0.26 0.28 0.32
b7 -vhifen 0.11 0.13 0.14 0.15 0. 16 0.13 0.10 0.10 0. 14 0. 16
il BE B 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.14 0.17 0.18 0.17
HABH 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0. 06 0. 06 0. 06
SRR 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.08 0. 09 0. 09 0. 09 0.09 0.09 0.09
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Table 3 Computation score of comprehensive evaluation of first-level indicators

Ehy 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

e 0.10 0.10 0.12 0.15 0.17 0.17 0.18 0.21 0.22 0.22
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Fig. 1 The comparison chart of demand innovation
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Fig. 2 The comparison chart of factor innovation

ability score
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Table 4 Environmental innovation ability score and ring growth rate

Fofn 2008 2009 2010 2011

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

PR8I 0.11 0.13 0.14 0.15
PR LB/ % 0.00 18.97 2.67 8.74

0.16 0.13 0.10 0.10 0.14 0.16
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Table 5 Institutional innovation ability score and ring growth rate

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

iy 2008 2009 2010 2011
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Table 6 Organizational innovation ability score and ring growth rate

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

oy 2008 2009 2010 2011
HEBH 0.05 0. 05 0.05 0.06
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-1.79 1.55 0.96 2.45 2.52 -1.78

4.3.7 SARBIHRE S AT
SCRBETRE ) EE M AR T P50 7 A

A LAEBONE 2 X T BN O R T AN
KA BRI E SR 5 MR LR



14

FA, T A AL KO i R OM —— L E K T R R XA A 91

G B, R T AT 2013 418 4 B

0. 09,2008 A543k 4 0. 05, MEERRAE, X 10
LA SRR L B IE L LIS (A -
KIS, BT 2014 4EF1 2016 4F 2R FE 48
KR H Z S R EB R IE (. DAY B A 1Y

B BB NBRE 250 0 AN AR ZOm £
A DRF BRI O HERFTAAIL K B B 4
ANFEBR BB I A [ A5 1 ke 34 v W e
DX FCACEE R A (14 15 35 S0 AR 7 8Bk, 1 R
X TR R R B FORBIHESITE T

xT NERIFENES R ERKEE

Table 7 Stylistic innovation ability score and ring growth rate

iy 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
SCARBHr 0.05 0.05 0.07 0. 08 0. 09 0.09 0. 09 0. 09 0.09 0. 09
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Fig. 5 Polynomial trend regression model diagram
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Table 8 Correlation analysis of secondary index evaluation scores

TG dRhR FToRADE R AT AR AN AZEE SURBIET LA Al
SN AR 1. 000 0.958 0. 909 -0.071 0. 960 0. 893 0. 844 0.970
Ui B 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 844 0. 000 0. 000 0. 002 0. 000
=R P 0.958 1. 000 0. 949 0. 036 0. 966 0. 903 0.931 0. 987
Bl Hr e 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.922 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
7ol AHOCPE 0. 909 0. 949 1..000 0. 090 0.961 0. 891 0. 826 0.974
Bl H E 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 805 0. 000 0.001 0. 003 0. 000
w5 M -0.071 0. 036 0. 090 1. 000 0. 025 0. 048 0.171 0. 084
Ui B 0. 844 0.922 0. 805 0. 000 0.945 0. 896 0. 637 0. 817
il B P 0. 960 0. 966 0. 961 0. 025 1. 000 0. 849 0. 819 0.983
Ui 2P 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 945 0. 000 0. 002 0. 004 0. 000
S| AHICHE 0. 893 0.903 0. 891 0. 048 0. 849 1. 000 0. 872 0.913
Ui 2P 0. 000 0. 000 0. 001 0. 896 0. 002 0. 000 0. 001 0. 000
BN AHICPE 0. 844 0.931 0. 826 0.171 0. 819 0. 872 1..000 0. 888
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Evaluation Method and Application of Innovative Urban Areas:
A Case Study of Nanan District of Chongqing

LI Jiao, CHEN Zheng-wei

(School of Mathematics and Statistics, Chongging Technology and Business University, Chongqing 400067, China)

Abstract ; Building an innovative city is not only of great significance to the implementation of the national
innovation strategy, but also can further enhance the internal driving force of regional economic development. As
the youngest municipality directly under the central government, Chongqing City provides a basis for systematically
identifying and accurately recognizing the current situation of urban innovative ability, and further provides a basis
for formulating urban innovation development strategy, and the author proposes to construct an appropriate
innovative indicator system to comprehensively evaluate the urban innovative effect. Through the comprehensive
evaluation method, this paper takes the data of Nanan District of Chongqing from 2008 to 2017 as a sample to
construct an innovative urban indicator system, and conducts an empirical research on the seven categories of
secondary indicators, namely, demand innovation, factor innovation, industrial innovation, environmental
innovation, institutional innovation, organizational innovation and stylistic innovation. The conclusion shows that
factor innovation has entered a depressed economic cycle, environmental innovation has not received much
attention, and organizational innovation has stagnated. In this regard, the government should give full play to the
advantages of demand, make rational use of factor resources, advocate green and sustainable environment, and
change the way of organizational innovation.

Key words :urban development; regional innovation; comprehensive evaluation; empirical analysis
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