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Evaluation of the Realization Degree of Technology Transformation about the Agriculture Enterprises
Based on the Entropy Method—Taking Sichuan Province as an Example

WANG Jingdong ZOU Yixing FENG Wenshuai

( Sichuan Rural Science and Technology Development Center Chengdu 610041 China)

Abstract: n this paper we take the 8 indicators of R & D personnel research and development institutions science and
technology projects cooperation science and technology technical storage technical requirements technology services
requirements to establish a model of the realization degree of technology transformation of agriculture enterprises based on
entropy method. We make objective judgment of 573 enterprises in Sichuan Province to identify the problems and put for—
ward recommendations.
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