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= Composite Indicator of Germany‘s
National Innovative Capacity
in an International Perspective

® Comprehensible, interesting,
yet sophisticated enough

® Focus and debate
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Innovative Capacity

Innovation System

Innovation Actors

=>» System and Actors

=» Innovation is a technical and socio- ecomonic
Phenomenon
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Data Basis

® |Innovation (System) is complex
® Comparison countries are highly developed

=» broad data basis

= 150 individual indicators from multiple sources
= ,hard“-OECD-Indicators

= Managerial Assesments (WEF)

=>» Attitudes of Citizens
(World Values Study, Eurobarometer)

=» “Specialized Indicators” (Entrepreneurship,
Regulation)
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Method

Innovation Indicator Germany

Weights from DIW-BDI

Manager Survey ) ’ and Ranking g
pOIn[eG —> Innovatlon SyStem rison countrie Innovation Actors

differentiated - @ @

e empirical weights |

« stress differences Individual Indicators

° Standardizatian: reﬁtivetjistance from

top and b Solid base



DIW BE[’|I[’I e £ r ;[-;}|Ei;'lll:_-?:;|;}":-|'f'|t"|wr|| %B——‘/_ﬁ

Bundasverband der
Deutschen Industris e\,

Result for composite indicator
Germany Is average

Rang

1 USA 7,00

2 FIN | — 601 '
3 SWE ' 583 ]
4 DNK I I 5,34I I I |
5 IPN — 498

6 oev [

7 GBR 4,52 |

8 FRA I 4I,27 I I |

9 BEL I 4I,21 I I |

10 NLD — 390 |

11 AUT 346 ' |

12 Esp 221 |

13 ITA 1,00




Innovation System

Education
R&D
Networking

Financing

System

Production

Competition

Demand

Rank
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10111213
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Innovation Actors

Rank
1 23 456 7 8 910111213

Enterprises

Government

Citizens \T
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China and Indien

® Huge Popultion:
giant labour- and product market

® Still low per-capitaincome
® put impressive growths

® impressive dynamics of innovation?
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Anteil FUE-Ausgaben am BIP
Nordische Lander
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R&D expenditure (absolute figures)
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MAJOR HIGHLIGHTS

S
estimated to be Rs.19726.99 crores in 2003-04 and Rs.21639.58 crores in 2004-05.

& 0.80% of Gross National Product (GNP)was devotedto R&D during the year 2002-03.

The national investment on R&D activities attained a level of Rs.18000.16 crores in 2002-03. The same is

NATIONAL R&D EXPENDITURE AND TS PERCENTAGE OF GNP
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Industries 20.3%.

Sector-wise percentage share of national R&D expenditure during 2002-03 was from Cenfral Government
62.0%, State Governments 8.5%, Higher Education 4.2%, Public Sector Industries 5.0% and Private Sector

NATIONAL R&D EXPENDITURE SECTOR WISE, 2002- 03
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4+ Ason 1% April, 2001, nearly 2.96 lakhs personnel were employed in the R&D establishments in the country
including in-house R&D units of public and private sector industries. 31.7% were performing R&D activities,
30.4% were performing auxiliary activities and rest 37.9% were providing administrative and non-technical

support.
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