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The Development of Science Technology and Innovation in Hong Kong SAR from

the View of the Evaluations by the International Community since the Handover
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Abstract: Since the handover of Hong Kong to China in 1997 the SAR Government has promulgated a series of policy ini—
tiatives designed to enhance scientific and technological innovation and has achieved remarkable results. This paper ex—
tracted the data of Hong Kong Taiwan Singapore and South Korea from 1997 to 2012 from several major evaluation re—
ports recognized by the international community. These data are compared and analyzed in order to reveal the international
evaluations and the evolution trend of Hong Kong in terms of scientific and technological innovation during the 15 years.

Based on the advantages and disadvantages of Hong Kong’s scientific and technological innovation capability ~correspond—
ing suggestions were put forward in the paper for the relevant departments and officers.
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