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Industrial Clusters’ Competitiveness and its Evaluation

Abstract: Industrial clusters’ competitiveness not only can drive the development of Industrial clusters, but also

exert important effect on promoting enterprise competitiveness,

tiveness. Starting with theoretic analysis,

regional competitiveness and country competi-
based on anatomizing the connotation and essence of the industrial

clusters’ competitiveness, this paper discusses evaluation index system, evaluation method, and evaluation pro-
cess about the industrial clusters’ competitiveness.
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