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1 35 223 2 4 28 4 1 533 0 451 0. 451
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3 18 902 15. 2 62 2 1133 Q0 141 0. 803
4 16 682 135 75. 17 1512 Q111 0. 914
5 11 035 89 84. 6 1772 Q 049 0. 963
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Starting fitness: O.372
Final fitness: 0. 684
Blocked Adjacency Matrix
11122 11111 zz11
97823 B31294823456%667 01014
ZXYGW 3129481117TWS67TWW1L1
1 i1 11 1 1 |
6 6 | 11111 | 11
13 13 | 1 11 | 1 |
1z 1z | 1 11 | I
2 z | 11 | 1
5 5 | 11 | 1 |
a a |11 1 | 1
8 8 | 1 1 |
3 3 | 1 I 1
1o 10 | 1 | 1 1
11 11 | 11| |
s o | 1 | 11 I
T 7 | 1 | 1 I
14 1a | 1 | 1 [
15 ¥DY | | |
16 Wwe | | 1
17 x1Q | 1 |
18 vw | I 1
19 zom | | [
zo wxr | | [
21 wzy | | [
2z GLz | | !
23 wIH | | |
24 EKMx | | |
Density matrix
1 z
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M easuran ent and Analysis of Employees Absorptive Capacity

in University— enterprise 2— mode N etwork

70U Baq YU Bo

(SchoolofEconom s and M anagement Haibin Institute of Technobgy H aib n 150001, China)

Abstract It is contributed to the m provem ent of colbhboration performance and know kdge transfer perfom ance thatwe

pay attention b for the enteprise absorptive capacity during the process of know ledge transfer betw een un vesity and enter

prse Based on the analysis of the cooperative case of Chery and H II,

data after " rov

such as the relatbn attrbutes of enterprie absorptive capacity,

a2- mode newoik was constucted The one— mode

" tansbmed centrity SVD and core— edgew ere analyzed Thenwe researched sane theoretical problans

the mam factors thataffected the enterprise absomptive capacity

and the reasons why clisterwas bmed and its action on knov kdge absorpton i netw ork

Key words 2-mode network knowledge transfer between university and enterprise absoptive capacity
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