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Abstract: Since the reform and opening up  China has developed and implemented a series of incentive policies for independent inno—
vation. The evolution of these policies reflected the reform process of Chinas construction of innovative country. It started from the reform
of the system for science and technology the building of research and development investment and the transformation of scientific a—
chievements to the building of a national innovation system. The implement of Chinas independent innovation policy produces an ex—
tensive policy effect especially for the innovation-input innovation-output the development of high technology industry and the im—
provement of regional innovation ability. Therefore in order to optimize the independent innovation policy system comprehensively —the
construction of effective national innovation system and innovative country will certainly act from four courses: policy formulation poli—
cy implementation policy evaluation and policy summary and will make a comprehensive optimization of independent innovation poli—
cy system. The innovation-riendly and global-open innovation policy framework can be built then.
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2007 R&D
3.1 0 80%
. R&D (
)
. 1996 ’
1 1996—2011 R&D
R&D R&D R&D R&D R&D
( ) (%) (%) (%) (%)

1996 404.5 0. 60 5.0:24.5:70. 38.5 :61.5

1997 481.5 19. 04 0. 64 5.7:27.1:67. 37.0 :63.0

1998 551.1 14. 45 0. 69 5.2:22.6 :72. 35.1:64.9

1999 678.9 23.19 0. 83 5.0:22.3:72. 38.8 :61.2

2000 895.7 31.93 1.00 5.2:17.0 2 77. 31.4 . 68.6

2001 1042. 5 16. 39 1.09 5.0:16.9 :78. 31.0 : 69.0

2002 1287. 6 23.52 1.07 5.7 :19.2 1 75. 31.6 . 68. 4

2003 1539.6 19.57 1. 13 5.7 :20.2 :74. 29.0 :71.0

2004 1966. 3 27.71 1.23 6.0 :20.4 :73. 26.2 .73.8

2005 2450.0 24. 60 1.34 5.4:17.7 . 76. 26.1:73.9

2006 3003. 1 22.58 1. 39 5.2 :16.3 :78. 26.4 :73.6

2007 3710.2 23.55 1.40 4.7 1 13.3 82, 25.9 1 74.1

2008 4616.0 24. 41 1.47 4.8 112.5 :82. 24.7 . 75.3

2009 5802. 1 25.70 1.70 4.7 112.6 :82. 24.6 :75.4

2010 7062. 6 21.72 1.76 4.6 112.7 :82. 25.1:74.9

2011 8687.0 23.00 1.84 4.7 1 11.8 :83. 22.7 . 77.3
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