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The International Comparison of Promoting Technical Innovation Strategy
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(Zhejiang Industry & Trade Vocational College, Wenzhou, 325003, China)

Abstract: In the strategic planning of promoting of technological innovation, the U.S.A, the E.U and the OECD focused mainly
on the basic research and development investment, the capital strategic plan, the private research and development, the talent develop-
ment, the evaluation mechanism, and so on. The characteristics of the U.S.A showed in the organization and system construction, the
European Union showed in comprehensive strategic cooperation.By comparion, the paper found that the investment in basic research

and development in our country and the percentage of the researchers lowered than the national average a lot, which should be faced

and cause our attention.
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