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The Empirical Study of Property Rights Reform and Transformation
Efficiency of Scientific Research Institutions Taking Hunan as an example

YANG Da-qing
( Economic and Trade College of Hunan University Laboratory of Public Economy
of Hunan Provincial Party School of CPC Hunan Changsha 410006 China)

Abstract: In recent years the reforming of scientific research institutions have got off in China and the property right
reform have been restarted. Research based on PCA shows that the arrangement of the property right system decides directly
the scale of development economic result and innovation ability of scientific research institutions. Then a number of pro—
posals are made such as reforming the property right hierarchically formulating supporting policies building the modern
enterprise system etc.
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