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Study on the Difference in Regional Innovative Milieu

Abstract: On the basis of building a regional innovative milieu index system,this paper quantitatively evaluates and compares

the difference in regional innovative milieu of 31 provinces from 2001~2006,by using the comprehensive and integrated assess-

ment methods which combine factor analysis and cluster analysis, to reveal the difference in regional innovative milieu and dy-

namic characteristics of regional disparities.
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