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Abstract

Based on entropy evaluation method, this paper constructs a comprehensive evaluation system of
the competitiveness of China’s strategic emerging industries. By using the data of listed companies,
this paper measures the comprehensive competitiveness of China’s strategic emerging industries
from five aspects: scale level, management ability, technology level, operation ability and profita-
bility. The results show that the competitiveness of China’s strategic emerging industries has been
rising in recent years. The improvement of science and technology level and the expansion of en-
terprise scale play an important role in promoting the competitiveness, but the problems of low
management efficiency and weak profitability affect the further improvement of competitiveness.
Therefore, sustained promotion to strengthen innovation, expand the scale, reduce costs and im-
prove efficiency is the future policy focus to promote the competitiveness of China’s strategic
emerging industries.
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Table 2. Comprehensive evaluation of the competitiveness of strategic emerging industries
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Figure 1. Comprehensive evaluation index of competitiveness
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Figure 2. Comprehensive evaluation of operating capability
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Table 3. Comprehensive evaluation of profitability
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