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Empirical Study on Relationship between University R&D and Regional Economic Growth

Pang Wen"?, Han Xiao'
(1. School of Humanity and Law, Northeast Forestry University, H arbin 150040, C hina;
2 School of Management, Harbin Institute of T echnology, Harbin 150006, China)

Abstract: T his paper constructs the composite index for economic growth by the factor analysis, and makes a regression analysis and a cluster

analysis through using the data about R& D of universities in Chinas 31 provinces from 2005 to 2006 The results show that the patent license

from university R& D has significant role in promoting regional economy, but the effect of outputs in fund and human resource on economy are

not obvious; the basic research by university is the most important for economic development; the input is not in direce proportionate with the

output of university R& D, and the economic benefit of different regions university R& D are quite different and in a norr equilibrium state Finak

ly, it emphasizes that we should attach importance to basic research onthepolicy level, and promote the cooperation between university and emr

terprise in the aspect of scientific research, and im prove the efficiency of fund usage and the work efficiency of researchers, and reinforce regional

coordination for the harmony between university R& D and regional economic growth

Key words: university R& D; economic growth; patent output; regional regional discrepancy
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