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Relative Validity Evaluation of Allocation Efficiency of Local University Resource in Shaanxi Province
YAN G Xi-gian' ,ZHAN G Yue-xian® ,XION G Guo-giang*

(1. School of Management , Xi' an University of Technology , Xi' an 710048, China;
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Abstract :0On the bassof andyzing actuality of loca universty resource dlocation in Shaanxi Province, the
paper adopts DEA method to make evaluation of 22 samples of alocation efficiency of loca univerdty resource,
and finds out the improvable direction of the non - DEA vdidity universty resurce alocation through the
projection anadys's, and poses proposa s and countermeasures.
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