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The interactive effect between the performance of High-tech Zone
and the cities” economic development

. 12 2
MA Lisha ZHONG Yong
(1. School of Business Chengdu University of Technology Chengdu 610059 China;
2. School of Economic & Management Southwest Jiao Tong University Chengdu 610031  China)

Abstract: By using DEA-VRS model to evaluate the comprehensive performance of 51 National High-tech Zone from
1996 to 2013 this paper empirically the interactive effect of the comprehensive performance of High-tech Development Zone and
the economic development of the city. The conclusion of the study proves that the current should further improve the comprehen—
sive performance of high tech Development Zone to promote the city economic development optimization of high and new techno-
logy development zone of input and the output but also need to recognize that the delay of city economic feedback effect in high—
tech development zone.

Key Words: high-tech zone; comprehensive performance; economic development; DEA; interactive effect
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