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MEEEERRIE

1 SeH

A SCPERBLE T RHECT AL I A A A E S
A SCPEE )T SRR AL G S R G AL I N R AR

2 MEMSIAXH
A SO BEAT LA SO
3 MEIFE—MAE

3.1

F3#EiHEEN  science and technology activities

e FAREEE DR SRR (EERL A R SR B ST A e op L R AR
o HE e AR AR AN I R VAR G B AT L8R RS R S,

L RHEE S A N S TS R R B e S R R Bh R R S g
3.2

#4471  science and technology evaluation

B — 5 1Y) 7 DU 328 R 0 R RO R 5= 09 O ik AR TG s R A S AT TR R T R F Ik 1k
PP S iR .

Ve T SRR AG  BEREAL HUR ul e S T R Y L5 RS ST A 25 SRR PF DU A R S . B SO RHEE

fE RS PR AL F I (09 5 R TR 8 A D & 5P i
i 2. BHEE VRS R HOMERUVEL 25 45 Oy B IS L S 00 TR R A R R O O B VR IR i T R A ] L4
5 R 3 9 AR AR I S R

3.3

F ¥ IE{E 4R ML science and technology evaluation standardization

N AR VT A AR N 45 A IR R Y I S M (1) R0 2 T TS o) L 9 A () A e [vi] 58 R A
il P 1 S L K S 2 A AR P SR 4 0 B

LR GB/T 20000.1—2014, 3.1 47 {584 |
3.4

FHFLIEfEFRAE  science and technology evaluation standard

I R AR A L B IR A BT - SO A L A A RR L VR AN I 2 el A SRR
SR A [ A 0 Y S
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4 METEEBRE

4.1
FHE A4 FE  science and technology evaluation classification
JERFEPEAL TG v B A AL [ R P R AR (Y 28 8 ) 2 — T BT AN R 8 R i 9 5 B X
B ik
FE - BHEE RGN I & — ] DOREAS kG P s I YT Y AR ST A s S [ R RS R T RER AL
4.2
BB HIEM  science and technology policy evaluation
TEFL4 080 9 ) A | 2 A T 2% 1 S B Bk O T R % 2 e AR Y S B s Bl
. — B R O Y B A S AU AT T ) R R S R S
4.3
FHE MBI science and technology plan evaluation
TEAHRE LA 2 ] | 52 it T 235 oA 9 B R JR 1 & kAR T S5 IS Al
e B RS R AR AY B bR A AT 55 A0 RS SR B bR RO LR R N
4.4
FHE T RIFER science and technology program evaluation
FERFRE T35 37 90 e 55 A By Bl TH R R R 00 & 2 Bl fR T S E A 3l .
1T SO T RN E 15 XRS5 A () L H LI R B AR b G ah A T Y
& A PEAL IR .
FE 20 e SRR T 1R A A A R R A 0 B L A G
3. — SRR R B b A AT S TR IR R AU B S R R LR A AL B
FRZE RN OL A5 G S N
4.5
BT UL E T science and technology program budget estimate evaluation
PR T4 2 B M R T L AT A T R Y Bl AR AT A 5 30 5 B
e MAUSE R AR s R A BT B G R RO P | B bR A B A
4.6
Rl it 14581 T M science and technology program guide evaluation
R R A T AR R T R A A R I A .
e BRGSO AT R R S TR A T e A e A T Z R B S N
4.7
F ¥ BiF{E  science and technology project evaluation
FEFHEE T 7 SS90 o S R I B 0 H R 1 15 2K AR R S it T Al
. — MRS R T E 0 B bR AT % AEE IR AR AR IS B R NS R A A AL L B R
il AL 5 A
4.8
T EFET  science and technology project hudget evaluation
FERRBE IR [ 28 B F00F A7 1L A6 R R B AR A S iR
FE 0 TR R R A L R R B L N
4.9
FHE A RiEE  science and technology achievement evaluation
FERMEE AR T A G RO RL A ol R A R b R RF R £ 2 AR AT S i B
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. — MR ISR A A G e A R el AT RS RS 2R R AR SR
4.10
F S MIT{E  science and technology performance evaluation
S R Al T bR S SRR A 56 PR O R AT AR R TR I AR A R A B AR e
B e TT R ) 45 25 AR PR 19 IG5
4.11
AL RIFES  science and technology award evaluation
of B4 22 I T A ol AT 0 G TF R & 2 6 Ak AT A B i B .
4.12
7= #HE AIFTiF{E  industry science and technology innovation evaluation
BFRRE =l ol USROS 00 R A a5 2 ol Ak A 5 it TG g
e — BT A A T RE T AR SR N,
4.13
Eiifl g 6 F 5 regional science and technology innovation evaluation
b 7 2 DR P R G0 T A L R 19 45 28 e AR DT S i B
VE ML O R LA R RS B
20 BT IR AT 0 5y A0 T L B SR A VT LSRR R S e o R = AR
4.14
fFEHIFER  innovation base evaluation
A AR TF A A A Tl A R R L B 5 SR GBS sh A 5 S s Pt el X
FH T I #5 2T AR IT A 5 & G 5h
e MR S LR o R R P A A BA R B fE T L B 35 T L B LGB AT HIL ) L 2 R B S R B ) 4
Py
4.15
FHEHHIFESL science and technology organization evaluation
o DA RHEE T A 0 4 2 AP R A& b (R PE A S i S
i1 — AL AT LR R e H b O BRI A BALL BT RE ) MR A5 K R s A BLD L A T
L EACE
FE 2 AR sl el ST B3 L o A R i A A 1y SR AL B AR
4.16
FHE A A M science and technology talent evaluation
W45 R A A A A B A R Y ol AL BE A S s ah
i — BRI Gk BE T R TR R AE R N A
4.17
445 AEM  science and technology credit evaluation
o A R 1 20 25 35 ELHLR RS BT BT R Ry Lol AR 5 iR Bl
i BB BOE SR S RE 2 R A R 5 A T e SR N
4,18
EAE{E  ex-ante evaluation
LEBHEE G 20 900 AT R 00 % AR R AT S iR A
s AR AE R A A TE L H bR SRR TOUR AR g
4.19
EhiEfE  mid-term evaluation
TERF G 2l 90 i 1 B O R Lk AR PEM 5 G )
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T — A E TR A 0t i B L AT ATV LB B T BT B I MR T R AU R ) A
W&,
4.20
FEFEIFE  ex-post evaluation
TERHL IS 30 58 U T R AL PP A Y55 3G 30 .
i — A R R 2h 0 T L e W 0 R ROR R N A

4.21

ZHiE{fE  commissioned evaluation

B A

P A LR T A L B AR 48 AN = AT 45 75 SR IT B9 12 e AL PE A 5 % R 75 30
4.22

FZEH TS noncommissioned evaluation
T i
AT LR O F 18w AT 55 R o AR 0 R 09 & ol b7 4 5 & 0035 30 .

5 METFHEEEAR

5.1

Z¥EE  consignor

F2 TG TSR R B B ZATITAG AT 55 R A e &0 28 B AR PR (R e iy A L T A
5.2

EfE#E  evaluator

HEAHTTAG AT % IS 55 2 0 RIS TR PH AT L 2 AT B T AG HLAG BT Al L 4
5.3

EEEREA  evaluation expert team

T AR R R AR ITANAT 5 L T OT AR B85 5« L FAT AR L JF R A R 5 (T 1y %2 Z 4L .
5.4

EfEHLH  evaluation organization
TRAR PTG AT 55 0 BT Al 45 5 i1y B PPN AR A o D A FRAH O 3 4 (R SH 2 AL A
e WAL 32 Ll VR R AL L n) LR A R A (AT S AL

5.5

EMIMB4  evaluation project team

AN DL Ay o R0 A0 I 55 R ER 90T H LR/,
5.6

B4  evaluation project team leader

PEGG T H 28 b R IF RIS AR ST A,
5.7

HWER consultant

MR TR AT 55 5 B2 AT AN HLIA 26 174 00 11 412 SRR 09, A G il S % %
5.8

EfE AR evaluation personnel

ZHITR A AR,

i AR PR ALR MOl A G (AL IS A AL B RS i R S KA R E .
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5.9
JEfEF & evaluation object
FEVEAR b BEPPAS AL B R R E R A DRER LA RERE A E T RER AR
FERHEG S R AT R MER,
5.10
AR user
TP 6 Sl 10 HE# FIEAR 25 R0 fili & .
. A EAETN A A A
5.1
FIZEHHXE  stakeholder
VAL AT G 2 [BIAFFE R 45 G A b 2 T2 VTl % S 2 v ) S AL = N

5.12

P45 AN evaluation criterion

Sk ARk DA T A0 0 0T 45 R AL A RE L DA S 0 AR G 45 T I R (RN AR
5.13

HEfEHRE  evaluation accountability

PG 25 %5 PEAR I sh o B2 A a5 R0 B H L 0 AT .
5.14

A2  evaluation quality

DAL afy 28 7 TP 40 T L 036 2 8 0 2 o AR B U T P S U I R
5.15

EfEREESE  evaluation quality control

S URAIE DIk I Bl e 0 1 T SR TR 4 o] o R R i

6 FEIEHEAALEARIE

6.1

{5 B # evaluation objective

DA T A WU S A B
6.2

EfEES  evaluation task

R R VT IR B B AT BT R RFTAS BB PG A BT R I T,
6.3

{5 M A evaluation content

Hof PEAN % G A7 A0 AT AT AT (0 4 2% T A ] L,
6.4

EfEWAE  evaluation issue

PR 8 PE A PN 35 2 0 0 A 8 B 7 LB A SR R AT
6.5

#fE5EE  evaluation scope

PPARG TG 30 TP A DI Al e B P I ] T 5 S R S

o
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6.6
VEfEBFE  evaluation duration
PPAN 5 20 0 Ok A
6.7
iFfE{EE evaluation information
R SE WEVPAG AT 55 o BE BTk 1A 25 R L A A7 OB | 0 F L i 5
i AT T R T AL,
6.8
VEHIEYE  evaluation evidence
FAEVEAN I 2h o R 00 L BT SR A 2590 0 (R B R LA T A R S
6.9
P& k& evaluation basis
PG W 207 1 18 9 472 FE R0 A I e
e — LR MR RO ST R HE PP (R PN L 2 T RNV LT R DA AT A Y S T A
T4 .
6.10
EfEEHE  evaluation benchmark
VA 3G gl v st BTl 6 B2 20 A7 Lb A R BT A0 1Y) 25 ARG o
A LT RN A G S 6 LA O AR L A S B 1) bk I I e G o) R R A L T L e L
SR b T A b B A I SRR R AR,
6.11
EfEE L evaluation baseline
BRABSE-BREIN SR N
e VTR LR A UT A B AL Y — e 25 B0 O] g R A R S 30 A L A AT
6.12
S evaluation procedure
758 WL PPAG AT 55 T $RAT 1) R ek A1 20
6.13
iEfE A% evaluation method
B SEMGTAR AT A R T R PRI S T,
6.14
EfE3ERE  evaluation indicator
B 0t B2 R 1 P 6 A
o AT O B A Ak G AT I R A

6.15
EEIEHE  quantitative indicator
A LA A O A A A
6.16
EMEIEHE  qualitative indicator
ANRE T HEE LR O AT L FE A
6.17
IR R evaluation indicator system
T W VAR U R ) — 48 A
G
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6.18

WEfEHSARALE  evaluation indicator weight

ZAEPR I EE S VARG D, % T AR 00 B 0 o R P R T O i b ) R
6.19

TG HE  evaluation scheme

AR G sl i AR R

e R IEAG EA S AT S N S VB L LB R A R BRI
6.20

{5 F M evaluation handbook

PPl B ] 1) 6 97 £ O 2 8 47 0 1k R R e 0 TR S

SE . PR S R AL A B A AR S A B R AL Al 45

7 MEOHEE AT EARIE

7.1

Bl&EIFE questionnaire

iz JITGE— VLT 0% 1] 35 pa) 25 T I8 A R4 1 A D0 o S0 RN (D) T A Ay Jy i .
7.2

L& comparative study

PP A T 5 5 T AN B ol AT L2 A BT IR ST AN A R0 0y ik
7.3

KHHFE  case study

JEAE— ol 5 T~ ML B 22 {51, 33 5 b Sc B FEAR S A7 B o L AT TR AT 5210 U it
7.4

FIZEFE K FH i  stakcholder panel discussion

VeI — EH B A B R OC L LR IR e B 7 2, AR AT R SE AN (GO W R R T i
7.5

EATIEIL  peer review

LR S AT Y 1) A7 1 R VA X R AT A0 i R AR A ik
7.6

SHETE  field survey

TFTE B g 7 LR Uk L S B SRR AT 5 — TR ik,
7.7

X #KITE  bibliometrics

Fe FEGETTF L SRS S5y B i 30 % B S SR R AT BT R O 8
7.8

A IE S cost benefit analysis

PPN X G T FE Y TG T IR 0 A AR P X B 0 S T R 1 A 2 HEAT SR MG S AT Y T i
7.9

RAREETEN  technology readiness level evaluation

Fie— 72 14 D 0 ) A3 b R A Y AR R AT AR ST AN B9 T R
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7.10

Z5IRE A FM  multi-indicator comprehensive evaluation

N7 22 $5 B0 X PP AR X8 G2 AT 00 R R0 TAT o 3 I 2R P AR RO A 2 A i A B R
SR BRI HE T & BT 5 T L & TS AR I ik,
7.1

B ¥ analytic hierarchy process

o VAL 0T G2 0 8 TR 3% A S o A T 1 2 W 5 6 s T W L A 2% 2 RO I AR TR 2
o P H W e T R AR & T AR G E R GTESERENEN L,

e BT TR R R R SR E I .
7.12

BIEAEZE  logical framework

32 FHAE P 087 ) B e — T30 7% 3l 09 0 i 2o B B L Py A B G R Yy i

T M BAR A IR R e R R R,

2. BEEE PR TAL R 08 TP AL BGERG A

8 MBEITHERAE

8.1
EEHRSE  cvaluation report
PEAR T 21 S 24 06 TR0 o U0 B DA 6 200 JE AT 1 B R I DA 75 16 0 2 T80 A T S A T
OV AT B AT T A A T R T AP SR AN R B
20 T L BT R TP AT R A i OOy e
8.2
WEfEER  evaluation result
PEAG T 3l e 2008 R RY 518 At i3, 12 R B2 I dc B o B BE A 41 45 2 il R o
FE s AN AU ESIE AT L I 1645 16 1 £ i )
8.3
IFEIE#RIES  evaluation evidence report
P TRT B o/ kA VT 2 B 2k - 38 VSR IR TR (1A=
8.4
Bl statement
ARG &G SR RIBRPE g 45 T e iE L
FE A L A DA
8.5
BfE T/ERER  evaluation working paper
VA 75 20 PO IR o Bt DA e A T 0 SRR AR B Y T AR I Sk MO DGR .
ST I — M L A A B L T B AT
8.6
EBER feedback
DA G 20 B 25 AH 5638 3 P0G G 2l B AL SR Y R Wi,
8.7
TfE#42  evaluation record
PEAG 6 3 TE 0 B A PR AT I (R0 S0 1F
B ARG T8 VAR T T ORI
g
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TEAEFEHRALEE coeerrvrerrrrereni s 6.18
TEEIEHREEZR  cevveerrreremieee 6.17
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EETME
EATERE
HohiTfh
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33 R iE & 5
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