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Functional Analysis and Developmental Index Model of Local

Government to Promote Knowledge Economy
A Study of Local Government’ s Function Taking Liaoning as the Case

GU Ai-hua', CHEN Yu-lin®
(1. Philosophy and Public A dministration Institute Liaoning University, Shenyang 110036 China 2. School of Humanities
& Law, Northeastern University, Shenyang 110004, China)

Abstract The know ledge economy developmental indexes and comprehensive analysis model play the roles of guidance and
normalization in promoting the knowledge economy development. Compared to other provinces cities in China, Liaoning’ s
economy is still developing mainly on the basis of resource consumption with low proportion offered by knowledgement
economy. So, in Liaoning there is a big space to develop knowledge economy. What functions the lLiaoning provincial
government should serve to develop local knowledge economy are as follows: to formulate relevant policies and rules and
regulations so as to marketize knowledge; to establish and perfect the mechanism for knowledge marketization; to increase funds
to input into R&D and education; to upgrade the knowledge level of regional communities and to provide public knowledge
service for the whole society.
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