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Portfolio Analysis of Evaluation Index System for Enterprises with
Patent Advantages:An Empirical Study

LUO Lingyun FENG Jun
(Nanjing University of Technology Library Nanjing 210009)

Abstract Based on the targets of training enterprises with patent advantages this article investigates the required meaning of the enterpri—
ses  builds index systems of their evaluation and analyzes enterprise patents of Jiangsu wind power industry with the evaluation method of
two—dimensional matrix combination to guide the training plan of those enterprise patent advantages projects.
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44 19.38 16 0.36 29 0.66 0.53 8 1 0.64 28.07
43 18.94 0 0 24 0.36 0 8 1 0.34 14.62
38 16.74 15 0.39 23 0.61 0.86 4 0.50 0.59 22.34
27 11.89 25 0.93 4 0.15 1.39 4 0.50 0.74 20.03
18 7.93 14 0.78 4 0.22 1.46 2 0.25 0.68 12.21
13 5.73 5 0.38 8 0.62 2.21 3 0.38 0.90 11.64
13 5.73 13 1.00 0 0 0.54 2 0.25 0.45 5.81
11 4.85 5 0.45 6 0.55 0.52 6 0.75 0.57 6.25
11 4.85 11 1.00 1 0.09 0.75 3 0.38 0.55 6.09
9 3.96 2 0.22 7 0.78 0.33 3 0.38 0.43 3.84
(1) . (2) 2000-2011 6 16
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