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The Evaluation Research of Industrial Clusters Competitiveness Based on
Analytical Network Process

Li Wenbo
(School of Business Administration, Zhejiang Normal University, Jinhua 321004, China)

Abstract:This paper firstly introduces the general steps of analytical network process. Then, this paper proposes a
competitiveness evaluation system based on analytical network process, which manifests the influence and impact in the
evaluation indexes. At last, an example is given by applying analytical network process in super decision software to prove its
validity.
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