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The Evolution, Problems and Implications of Chinese Technology
Transfer Policy since Reform and Opening-up
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Abstract : The paper studied the evolution ,trend and problems of Chinese technology transfer policy since reform and open-
ing-up. Analyzed the four stages of technology transfer and it’s characteristics, interpreted the policy trends such as the
policy focus has been moved down, more emphasis on market-driven. Pointed out that delegating power is not enough,
poor coordination, poor implementation, assessment lax, and other problems of technology transfer policy. The proposi-
tions of establishing synergetic operation mechanism ,delegating power, high promotion for Chinese technology transfer
policy system are put forward.
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