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A Literature Review on Evaluating Returns of R&D in 60 Years
ZHAO Li-hong', TAN Chun-hui*, CHAI Wen-guang’
(1. Department of Graduate, South China Agricultural University , Guangzhou 510642, China;
2. Department of Information Management, Huazhong Normal Unwiersity, Wuhan 430079, China;
3 Faculty of Computer, Guangdong University of Technology, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: Since 60 years ago, the evaluation and case study of returns of R&D (and the related measuring
performance of R&D) were carried out, many researchers and organizations have explored profitably. The author
introduces the research situation of evaluating returns of R&D at domestic and abroad, from macro-layer and micro-
layer, and analyzes the existing characteristics of research. According to the relationships between R&D activity
and innovative country, the methods and systems of evaluating returns of R&D should embody the following two ide-
as: harmony thought and sustainable development thought.

Key words: R&D; returns of R&D; performance of R&D; innovative country; evaluation system
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