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Resear ch on Oil Industrial Competitivenessin Shandong
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Abstract: Based on the characteristics of the oil industry, five secondary indexes, scale strength, development
potential, management ability, the technical ability and related industry development status and 17 level 3 in-
dex are selected to build competitiveness evaluation system. A lot of relative data are selected and competi-
tiveness is provided by the method of principal component analysis to find out the advantages and disadvan-
tages. According to the analysis, measures improving the competitiveness of the oil industry in Shandong
province are put forward, mainly include: strengthen the innovation of management system, enhance the abil-
ity of technology innovation, and increase the ability of sustainable development, optimizing industry chain
and so on, to enhance its competitiveness.
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Table 1. Competitiveness appraisal index system of oil industry
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Table 2. Date of the key indicators of oil industry’s scale strength
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Table 3. Scores and arrangement of scale strength
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Table 4. Scores and arrangement of development ability
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Table 5. Scores and arrangement of management ability
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Table 6. Scores and arrangement of technology ability
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Table 7. Scores and arrangement of oil-related

industries’ development
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Table 8. Total scoresand arrangement of oil industry competence
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Table 9. total arrangement of secondary evaluating indicator
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