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Empirical Study on Path of

U.S. University Technology Transfer and Implications

LUAN Chunjuan
( School of Intellectual Property, Dalian University of Technology, Panjin 124221, China )
Abstract It is of great significance for Chinese government to improve university technology transfer by empirically studying the path of
U.S. university technology transfer and further exploring U.S. government related legislations & measures and their effects. Results disclose
that U.S. university technology transfer follows a path from university to government instead of from university to industry. U.S. government’s
legislation and measures boosting university technology transfer are summarized and analyzed. Proposals with great influence and impact on
Chinese government improving university technology transfer are put forward.

Keywords  university science and technology achievements, transferring path, innovation foster, public procurement, empirical analysis
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