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Abstract: R&D (research and development) investment is the key index to reflect the ability of
urban science and technology innovation. This paper collected the R&D investment data of
Hangzhou and other nine cities in 2015, and selected the following indicators to carry out the
multifactor cluster analysis: the proportion of R&D investment in GDP, the proportion of
government funding for science and technology in local financial expenditure, the proportion of
R&.D expenditure in enterprises and the proportion of output value of the tertiary industry,
with a view to finding cities with similar characteristics to Hangzhou. Accordingly, drawing on
the experience of R&.D investment in related cities, this paper provides references for further
upgrading R&.D investment in Hangzhou.
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Table 1 R&D investment data in 10 cities such as Hangzhou in 2015 %
bkl R&ED A L W B L = E L E ol RED A E
T8 2.68 4. 38 49.11 1.62
NS 3.08 3.74 52.15 1.34
1 3.73 4,40 67.80 1. 29
bt 6.01 10. 59 79. 65 1.11
M 2.32 5.55 49. 90 1.10
s 4.18 5.955 58.78 1.77
e M 3.01 5.82 58. 24 1.42
K 3.02 5.10 51.02 1.28
T 2.50 3.78 45. 24 1.06
ot 1.41 4.98 57.30 1.12
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Table 3  Clustering coefficient table of the proportions of R&D investment, M 5 J
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the output value of the tertiary industry
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Table 4 Clustering coefficient table of the proportions of R&D o 7
investment, financial expenditure,the output value of the i 3
tertiary industry and R&.D investment in enterprises T 1
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R&.D investment in enterprises
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