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Does the Chinese Version of Bayh-Dole Act
Promote University Innovation
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Abstract The Chinese version of Bayh-Dole Act (BD for short) refers to the ownership
reform policy for patents arising from government funding research grants. We collect the
policies of 31 “985 project” universities from 1998 to 2015 to explore the impact of the Chi-

nese BD. Empirical evidence suggests that patent applications, patent authorizations, patent
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lurations, patent citations, and income from technology transfer of the universities adopting
the BD policy have increased significantly. The BD policy encourages more researchers to dis—
close and commercialize their inventions and to pursue global patent filing strategies. Com-
pared with the BD policy, the incentive effect of subsidies, tenure promotion, and cash bonu-
ses are relatively limited.
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