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Table 1 Economical development appraisal target system
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Table 2 Eigenvalues and contribution rate

R mERE Rt EEER
1 6.064 60. 638 60. 638
2 1.793 17.930 78.567
3 1.128 11.283 89.851

(Q)EANEE C(1).C(2).C3) 5RHKE
BZEIMXA, ATHTIIRERRFR:

C(1) =0.386 4C,;,,0.563 5C,q, +
0.111 7Cy5 —0. 118 0C,y ~0.293 7Cyp, +
0.618 7Cy +0.573 0Cs, —0.446 9Cy, +
0.764 6C,p; +0.765 1C,g +0.487 TCypy +
0.803 5C,,, +0.610 SC,g5 +0.735 7C p +
0.535 5C,;

C(2) =0.235 3C,,, +0.738 5C,q, -
0.545 3C,; +0.272 0C,, +0.854 3C,, -
0.515 8Cyg +0.419 8Cy, +0.253 3Cy, -
0.209 7C,g +0.469 3C,; ~0.169 1C, +
0.118 2C,y, +0.553 2V 55 —0.286 4C, —
0.572 8Cyy

C(3) =0.445 7C,,, —0.145 3C,, -
0.054 6C,g +0.758 1C,p; +0.227 1C,q +
0.358 7Cyps +0. 129 9Cy, +0.409 6C,, +
0.470 9C,, —0.212 6Cyp ~0.253 9C,5 -
0.177 4Cy, ~0.327 9Cy5 +0. 401 4C o -
0.125 7C,4
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Table 3 Rotated factor (principal components)
extraction results

A=6.064C(1) +1.793 C(2) +1.128C(3)

B =6.064(0.386 4C,, +0.563 5C, +0. 111 7C;)
+1.793(0. 235 3C,, +0.738 5C,g, —0.545 3C,;)
+1.128(0.445 7C,,, —0. 145 3C,q, —0.054 6C,;,)
B2 =6.064( 0,118 0C, —0.293 7C +0.618 7Cy;)
+1.793(0. 272 0Cy, +0. 854 3Cy, —0. 515 8Cyp)

Bf1 AF2 B¥3 +1.128(0.758 1C,g +0.227 1Cy, +0.358 7Cyp5)
x(1) 03864  0.2353  0.4457 B3 =6.064 (0. 573 0Cyy, —0.446 9C,,) +
%(2) 05635 0.7385  -0.1453 1.793(0.419 BC,y, +0.253 3Cy,) +1.128(0.1299
x(3) 0.117 1 ~0.5453 -0.054 6 G +0.400 6C
#(4) -0.1180 0.2720  0.7581 sor +Y- )
%(6) 0.618 7 -0.5158 0.358 7 +0.803 5C,q +0.610 5Cp5 +0.735 7C,q +0.535 5Cy)
x(7) 0.5730 0.419 8 0.1299 +1.793( =0.209 7C,,; +0.469 3C,, —0.169 1C,,
x(8)  -0.4469  0.2533 0.409 6 +0.118 2C,, +0.553 2V 45 —0.286 4C5 ~0.572 8Cyy;)
"((190’) g ;2‘;? ‘00-42‘;937 0-0 4;‘;296 +1.128(0.470 9C,, ~0.212 6C,g, = 0. 253 9C,,
X . A -V,
W) 04877 0191 0,259 ~0.177 4C,, —0.327 9C,5 +0.401 4C,pq ~0.125 7C;)
x(12) 0.8035 0.118 2 -0.1774 A f{lﬁﬁfﬁﬁ%j}ﬁ%ﬁ';Bl\B2\B3\B4 W&
13 0.610 0.5532 -0.3279 . - 4
«(13)  0.6103 3 S RIFERS 4, 4rHI% A BI B2.B3.B4 ¥
x(14)  0.7357 -0.2864  0.4014 po )
#(15) 0.5355  -0.5728 -0.1257 TEERRL
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Table 4 Comprehensive scoring
BT A Bl B2 B3 B4 HEE
il E  15.63 1.07 0.41 7.18 14.08 1
Kaew 1.6 1.03 0.40 2.60 11.17 2 A>12
®MH 12.58 1.19 0.39 0.15 10.99 3
W B 12.43 1.06 0.36 4.77 10.96 4
®"EHE 1135 1.07 0.45 -0.64 9.83 5
K EH  10.72 1.04 0.40 1.41 9.27 6
B®WE 1057 1.12 0.40 0.29 9.05 7 12>A>10
HIW W 10.29 1.28 0.39 3.05 8.59 8
¥ E  10.02 1.08 0.42 0.10 8.52 9
Bz B 9.57 0.83 0.37 -0.52 8.37 10
B2EHE 9.25 1.06 0.37 1.16 7.81 11
WEE  9.00 0.93 0.39 -0.80 7.70 12 10>A>8
FegE 870 0.92 0.48 0.95 7.29 13
S PEE 857 1.03 0.35 0.81 7.18 14
By HE 811 0.95 0.31 0.41 6.85 15
BER 7.92 1.08 0.41 1.26 6.42 16
4WE 7176 1.00 0.42 ~0.48 6.35 17
mEE 7.28 1.01 0.30 0.59 5.97 18
T H 7.13 1.13 0.40 -1.13 5.61 19
WEE  7.10 0.87 0.43 1.10 5.78 20 8>A>5
Wt H  6.98 1.00 0.40 2.82 5.54 21
mw K B 6.54 1.16 0.56 0.50 4.82 22
BAKEB 6.13 1.12 0.50 0.44 4.50 23
-1 5.87 0. 80 0.29 ~0.54 4.79 24
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Comprehensive Evaluation of Urban Competitiveness In North Jiangsu

HOU Tong-di
(Department of Economy and Trade, Yancheng Textile Vocational Technology College, Yancheng Jiangsu 224000, China)

Abstract:Index System of Urban Competitiveness including comprehensive competitiveness as one — level index , industrial struc-
ture \human capital, competitive power of technology and capital strength as two — level index , and fifteen three — level index were
constructed. Based on the SPSS software ,the data of 24 cities in North Jiangsu in 2009 was analysed, so the comprehensive eval-
uation function and scores of urban competitiveness was given. The analysis results show that these citied competitiveness evalua-
tion is divided into 4 levels.
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