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Extract





Regarding the connection between the title of the presentation and the title of the conference: (Economic) development as such is realized through a series of development stages. Inequality in this context simply means the different conditions (measurable according to space and/or time). The means for comparing conditions is similarity analysis. The methods of such analysis are diversified since almost all fields of science are connected to a certain extent to the idea of similarity.


Regarding similarity: The idea of similarity is introduced at the measuring scale, where the nominal scale is unable to directly express similarity (let us not consider the association skills of humans for the moment), however, all other scales are able to indicate at least the degree of similarity (more similar, less similar). As compared with the exactness of measuring the abstract nature of similarity is expressed through the idea of correlation (existing in several forms). The diversified nature of correlation in itself creates a philosophical trap, namely that it demonstrates the thesis of “aimlessness”, according to which neither humans (representing subjectivity) nor science (representing objectivity) are able to clearly define whether among three series of conditions (objects) which two are more similar to each other. If this paradox was not present forecasting would constitute a routine task in everyday life.





In the presentation the summary of the experiences from the following case studies shall be presented:


Online expert system and graphic expert system to compare objects.


DEA analysis to establish the order of efficiency of objects


STOCKNET, i.e. similarity functions in the focus of artificial intelligence research 


JOKER, i.e. the chances and criticism of universal similarity measuring 


Playometria: “what is public procurement worth if it is Hungarian”? 


Cluster analysis, i.e. guess even if you know what you’re looking for 


The aim of similarity analysis: during the application of similarity analysis (as compared to benchmarking) and despite all paradoxes it is expected that


each of the objects (e.g.: people, enterprises, settlements, local regions, counties, regions, countries) when compared to others shall be inspired to find directions (in many cases without the cause and effect relation) for development (change) in the hope that some of their aims (basically their existence) shall be ensured.


the comparison of several objects (e.g.: a business enterprise, a car, a real estate, a region, a country) that have seemingly comparable features may shed light on how justifiable is the demand for financial support or investment (creditability, using of venture capital). 


The purpose of the presentation is 


on the one hand to show through drawing the conclusions from the case studies the traps of similarity analysis (in order to be able to evaluate realistically the means and results of science)


on the other hand (excluding paradoxes) to explore the usefulness of similarity analysis as a method that can be made universal (and as such, automatic).


The examination of the automatic use of scientific tools may create the basis for the management of analyzing methods as a social level management (as compared with web services) of network resources (as compared with Internet), which, at the same time, is the new methodological basis for equal opportunities and status quo politics. 


