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Abstract: The science and technology is the first productive force. Historically, science and technology in the process of world
economic development has played a huge promotion and push forward. Especially with the advent of the fourth industrial revolution, the
development of science and technology has entered a new stage, in the process of economic growth and economic development, scientific
and technological progress as the endogenous variable plays a more and more important role, and its position in the economic development
of all countries is greatly enhanced. Therefore, science and technology plays a decision role in the industrial competitiveness, improving
the competitive ability of the industry and even the national competitive power the key is to enhance the competitiveness of industry of
science and technology, therefore, this thesis mainly from the industrial competitiveness is the source of competition began to study
science and technology, the thesis summarizes the scholars in our country mainly use what method, from which aspects to research the
industry competitiveness and industry science and technology competitiveness analysis system? Thesis from the basis of these studies, it
can explore a comprehensive, system evaluation industry science and technology competitiveness of new theory and new methods.
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