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The Evaluation Index System and Model Construction of
Intellectual Property Rights

CHEN Xingxing'

LI Ping'" WANG Hongwei’

(1. Institute of Quantitative and Technical Economics Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100732 China;
2. Graduate School Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 102488 China;
3. National Academy of Innovation Strategy Beijing 100863 China)

Abstract: The intellectual property index of enterprise is built by using 54 enterprises” intellectual property data of

the State Intellectual Property Office from 2012 year to 2014 year. Then the contribution of intellectual property of

enterprises is evaluated by structural equation model. Results show that from 2012 year to 2014 year the proportion

of intellectual property R&D to sales revenue accounts for 3.0% and the proportion of annual intellectual invest—

ment to investment of research is 1.0% . At the same time the average patent ownership is 792.76 the average pa—

tent application rate is 64.0% and income from the intellectual property to sales revenue accounted for an average

annual value of 0. 1% . The influence of intellectual property on the competitiveness of enterprises has an average

value of 43. 7% . If calculating the average annual growth rate by 5% the influence of intellectual property in 2020

on the competitiveness of enterprises will reach 49.2% and the influence of intellectual property in 2025 on the

competitiveness of enterprises will reach 74.7% .

Key words: intellectual property; index system; structural equation model ( : )



