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Sudy on Evaluating Degree of Real Estate Bubble Based on
Fuzzy Analytic Hierarchy Process
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(School of Management ,Daian Universty of Technology ,Dalian 116023 ,China)

Abdtract : This paper studies the degree of real estate bubble in China It uses power iteration to improve fuzzy analytic hierarchy process
(FAHP). Taking 35 citiesin China as the research sample ,and usng the improved model based on FA HP it evaluates the degree of real estate
bubble in sample cities during 2004-2007. The result showsthat amost al thecities evaluated arein different degree of real estate bubble and on
the trend of worsening from 2004 to 2007 ;regiona distributionis a o taken ,and the degree of rea estate bubble in economic developed regions
is much higher than that in economic undeveloped regions
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Measurement and Comparative Sudy on Natioinal Innovation Capacity

Chen Jin' ,Chen Yufen’ ,Wang Pengfei*
(1 School of Management ,Zhejiang University ,Hangzhou 310058 ,China;
2 School of Statistics and Mathematics,Zhgiiang Gongshang Universty , Hangzhou 310035 ,China)

Abstract : Aiming to know more about the stuation of Chindsinnovation capacity ,this paper constructs a set of indicators to measure the NIC
of Chinafrom 1991 to 2007 ,and comparesit with that of Japan ,the United States and all OECD member countries After predicting the NIC by
thefitted regresson equation ,it compares the NIC of China with Japan ,United Statesin thefuture Andit findsthat Chinaindeed hasa nicein-
vestment in innovation ;however ,due to the low eficency of innovation management ,it doesrit have a satiying innovation outcome So ,it sug-
gests that Chinese government should emphasize the innovation management capacity.
Key words: national innovation capacity ;measurement system;comparative study
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