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Correlative Analysis on Sci-tech Input and Sci-tech Output and Trend Forecast in China

Dong Fenyi
(School of Information and Management Science, Henan Agricultural Universty ,Zhengzhou 450002 ,China)

Abstract : Based on the data about inputs and outputs of sci-tech activitiesin China during 2002-2007 ,this paper anal yzes and forecasts outputs
and inputs of sci-tech activitiesin the future and the correlative relationships between them by the grey system theory. The results shows that :
the enhancement of registration number of scientific and technological achievementsis mainly promoted by the input of sci-tech staff ,which be-
longs to the low-level output mode ,and isimproved during 2008-2012 to some extent ;the transaction value in technical market and the patent
output are determined by sci-tech funds
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Abstract : In this paper ,a licensng game between an innovation-holding firm and a potential licensee i s anal yzed under an asymmetric informar
tion framework on innovation value The pooling equilibriums and separating equilibriums of the licenang game are found by backward induc-
tion The result shows that :for high quality innovation with great probability ,licensng by means of high magnitude royalty isthe most profita
ble from the view of the innovation-holding firm;for low quality innovation with great probability (licensng by means of low magnitude royalty
is superior. Fixed fee licenang schemes under asymmetric information are also consdered However ,there is no separating equilibrium where
technology license occurs
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