%31 % %ol
2016 4 6 A

ERPHZFTRE
Global Science, Technology and Economy Outlook

Vol.31 No.6
Jun. 2016

S YL R B 1 4 LA &

i B, EimFE, B A

(HHHERAHIRE P, T

100081)

H OE: st R S ARl 3r At AR AL B R Z—, 20 #4890 4K, 3 3eh B KA 3
EIARARZ N TIRZG . AT R ARETEE RO R R [ 2GEAT, K IOAFRLG)#rk f ke FE
i) B 8 B ALY WS Fe iR AE HUE] R B R AR BT @, ST R AR A B BAR R AT T IR AT,

R R E TR BT IRR G BT,
K . 3 AR BRRR; e g
hESZES : G327.532 XHEkFRIRED: A

DOI: 10.3772/j.issn.1009-8623.2016.06.001

Fiig SR BB 35 4 FNRIE BE ) fe sk i ik
ERZ—, HAE 2015 4ERCEQIHTHC - b HES 26
—pz M, FE 2013/2014 4F B (1) 4R H1HR B0 HE
LB L P 2013 4F, HBLEY R&D £ %% i N
GDP By HLFI 2R 3.3%, PifRarA1ES kA4
(OECD) EZEKE FA, Hi, i R&D &
eIt 70%Y, 20 tH20 90 AR, h TS RHL
VREhAR Z T T, RIEE, B ST A
IR, By B RS QT BRI R 4D TR
ZIRAEH W BRE T S R BT BA R BUR
W)L ERLG . AR ERRE A, PR T
RO R R B =62 T o

1 FHBIHIRIRT

RefR b, T dirp S BUR LGRS, ST E
K JE B AR FIBTIR T BE, i O EOR, A B
AN JERR . 0F FIRITSE B 67 57 RE IR b e )
AIFCR AR o BB LR 5 Aol AR 8 02 52 1
EEA OB HALETT, i, ERE. PR
FREIRTR . DA FIAE 255 704, Ti4% A AU
BT B

Tt S SHORF R8BI ] 68 52 8 5 S AR A

B R ANSE BhES, (ERYE R EARAR T
R, AT RS . ERZm R AR R
FZRIAERH RIS AU AP AE ) (IR AAIHTL
) o 2012 4%, JEEGHLA Y BRI AN ZZE AR (A
2014 4F 10 Hi&, %300 1o A B AL A el )
BAGT MR R G 2020) o {HIE, BT A
SURRHE IR H bR HS BT T 5612 ik,
AW K HLAR B EOR A it

COFFERABIHTILZE ) 5 L B0H R 5T
oAk e D NS R B i I S e Y A 14
WESIH . feH— W (R RAIEr L %8 (2013—
2016) ) BB, 2013—2016 4F Fi #i B F F T 0 5%
FABLH AR TUE A 115 {2, It T 6 4
PRI BT A RGBTSR . R M AT 4k |
e RbF . FETHFIER AR . ORI LA M fE
B = A = i OB Al 55 AT 1

2 P B bR

B MR QT SR AL A A B
WHECRZ: 5l 2y . BUBNEURZE D g KRIBUR BT %
( Agency for Growth Policy Analysis ) . & 1RHLI) L
DUORE RS PO FURIEURFRIT

FE—EEEN: WKHE (1979—) , 5, BIBGEG, ZEO7 0 R RIEIBORFTA .

W HER: 2016—06—06



O Mk EEAE BE Ot BadtAORH AU AR

A B R Y E A A B i,
BT T 1962 FFERHIFECR ZE 5125, HATUEAE #1
g COIFEAAIENTES ) B, 2004 4
O TRRBORZ R 2s, Mok, RRIFASSETE
LT (HSEBR Fi%Ze BT R TAER D

Fity S BB BT 30T A5 BEHLAL th 78 BUR D ok
SRR RHE T AR . BN, LRGN i 1ot
Frp, B ERANEE A . REIE A S ER At
TUSRE M, BLAh, BB A E R A — e o
ARG, SR BUR R T ALHA A 25 O E 1E
RRFST . BB R EPRE 2 E OECD BHEE
KRN SMEREIRE, Eid2S5 OECD BURDE
5% R B BLBUR A LS A

3 FHGREIH E AL

Tt L35 S PR 1 0 B R&D 22 3% &V HLA 17 B¢
TREAEEE, 2001 4, Fi HURHIFE BEAR 2R 00 AR
ST A TR, Hrh R E A AP S
BHATF 7 B S 2 RN R AT

(1) I B 25, 17 53 B¢ B BRI ST,
HAEE R&D 23 15.5% WfiE., Fi%k 6 Ny
ML, pHESALANTERE, HLRTFTIFT
I H RIS TR, e R E . MRS
AFISEN R L) 6 000 D10 H HITE, BTRIZRZN 20%.

(2) HERBE RIS, MR halEm e,
EE IR AHERL 3 /20T, i R&D £2%11)
6.7%, WFEXTHRHR], WH ., BURE, bt
OAEME MBI, HETZ4 200 44 00 T, HAE
M2 2000 FTRROT, i TR B S R
A, FEFRZEEHRESSTRE, XTSRRI
REALR T, MR & B R R

Bl E R ER, B e AE
fr, —EAEN 6 4. QIR E gLy, HARNES
2xo MRS FMBA Hk ABUN . AR, K2
PIRRA . AFrEERKEME SN2 —, HF
SXPREEE ) TAER MR T, AT &
AL e U BT AR RAEE R ]
AR TAEN Ol AR AN E K TR,
bS] R il

A4 Ml Fn A BT S £ T A AR R L ST 4 e A e
By, B b H R AR L DT 4 AR B 45 5

—_ 2 —

( Annual Instruction ) 344 BHT & %52, A E
RIS, AS 500 H BT F B A
BIFEARE (AR MATHTEZ ) B 58 B SR
EEEFRD], KRATGERNYE R, SRR B,
FEIHR, E | s LA BN, 201148, Al
FE TR RN A B 2R AT B I % SR R AR BESE F I
ROVER, X 2011—2014 £&4F 34T T A%
Heo AT B RIEER, EREEARSETRE T —&
SIS BhIR B, XN, 2012 4E, B1EE 5 RE 3
WEEH ARG EPRAETR, EHETEE T 34 A0
H, Tk AL 3 R A PR R AR Sl iy A1
etk

{2, RIS A2 BOM I I APEh . 4
S 5 B [ oA e BT 1B G B I ST E
DL BEENE N . XA R RO .
B R A5 R o Al . BEVRAISS I H AL 47 B 4 Aty
ST BIHE B 55 T R APEA . B B ST A
il EFTEEGE, BE N AR IR AR R
HER

4 SHEVE. EEIAPEAR LS

T MR A IE , B A BN R R A
b B REARZE AT VA . 5002 114 e B A Al
PUBALES: EEHHHE . Sl A S I (Swedish
Agency for Public Management ) FIHCIBCERITSTE . Wil
H Ll A8 BGRB8 B iR R e ST e
filic VAT AE A il AN 58 QBT BOR J7 Th A4 T B
T XSO B [ BN sl 2R s PGSR
A BRI . EH TR R R T,
XHEOR M BGAAT R, RSO TN 55 it
AP L e e S i P i /AP R I E T v &

TER AW REATPPAG T, BE TSR, R
ORI RITRIbRIE, AL T3S0 YA BEEOKR
B, 2014 4%, 23 HLAS BB X E S0 1A HHUS
AT TG PN, SRR A R B ST A
TFREAISE SN, B RN LA 255
Py A ( WF TS B AT B2 2R 240 9 /LI,
HN RS BRATE A ), ()2, QIR 2
T IE SR A T A , EA RO S

HUR I 22 22 48— SE 5 il 2 D3 2 sl PP Al /N2 X
BB BRI ST VAL . Heln, 2012 4,



- BUBTHCR S A -

T BLIERF Z2 46 OECD X K S A1 B BUR #1725 507
filio FERIZ RIS BHEESS R BUN, JFH
T B2 AH DG I BUR AL A AT AESR 0
TP BB RN T SR BERS AR I AEPPAG i 5

BT 2 55 A5 FRALAG X B B Al . T
H. s oSt e g M AnrAh,, aZedt
HNHUA B L RN TF RSN I-AS . AR, Al
B Ok R M 1 PEAS (Impact Evaluation ) ,  H
VAL G BTG SR 5 A AR o AE AN N
PN PG 22 G SERT L, RIS BB T 2R A
i, TR, SR BN, REAEE 2 4
PRI 5 B s DAL 2 R, R R 8 iy FH A4
PRKC T ILT AN LEar, 152 180T 3m s B )
T RN, BN T EGIETG L, XLk
IRATE MBS TR, 5 S B IR
IR fi ™ A e RS M) A Sk

5 SeEbpiEALE]

B L (4 A BB E B A R LA Rl i i B
THEE R R, EE, Ewdi A 2SRl T R
FRPRIBO 2 U B . A T LR RS T] JR T, 2L
AR FE S 0 DT ) 2 B O, BT B AR A5 Y
TP A MBS (RSl . MRS )
ST E BB EOR, BT H AR 1 R R R 1) Y
RS I R H . 20E AR 05T h IR 457501
SR FESE AR BT, I g CHFTE AN QH
ER) , TR R T &ALl A HAL
RIS 35S 25 1R 22 B B Rl g L o
G G | WU BCAEHET T R A A
SR G A% B 2 (A B B sh i se CE A, HOR R
PHBNIRATA T BURFRR 275 ™ M % IR A REA T
IR
6 Fm

(1) il 2247 30 B9 1 5 = TR A3 A

— DN ZAEMRIBHAT AT %, T ERERK
R AR AR AR KIS 2 CHE, £
AR TIRLSE, n] DLk DA [ 0 OB A S 08
AT FEARAS R IR BB B o 1 52 TR AR
BB B A TR RIBE , AR T LA 15
SERHLRIHT R H SR . A, AR

1i1_EAG A E R e T S, AR ATRE
55 B [ W B REAS AR AH B AR RIS, BRI
RN PATHRARKEE o[RS, BHE AR s 5 5
QR IA S TIRADLCE A M TR, gkt
RBAEE MG . FETIEY, FE LS
FHE BB TAF AR, AR LRI A 2 A O SE e A S
FIERIH , G| — AR PE AL ) AR BRI A
T, B ORI S A 5 B 7oK

(2) smALsZmpEAl

Bt AR AR R FBOR A AL, T
JEBUNBHEL BT ARS 28 523 K SR B 52 R DA
A5 WA AL 8124 BUR RHE QBT AR A
FIE(E” X — A1, 5 e 2 AR I B9 4 1 ]
AR, RIS, 8 EA a2, oy
PCRRE B8 ¢ B U S 1 S35 . 2 R 3 [ i B4
TS P A e S LR AL, PR S g —
A B VAR 2, S AR AL, R R
A R AL I H I WAL, i PPAL et A
KB BB S, ARG R SR SR
2. i

SE 3k

[1] Directorate-General for Internal Market, Industry,
Entrepreneurship and SMEs, European Commission.
Innovation Union Scoreboard 2015 [EB/OL]. (2015)
[2016-05-09]. http://ec.europa.eu/growth/industry/
innovation/facts-figures/scoreboards/index_en.htm.

[2] Klaus Schwab. The Global Competitiveness Report
2015-2016 [R/OL]. [2016-05-09]. http://www3.weforum.
org/docs/ger/2015-2016/Global_Competitiveness_
Report_2015-2016.pdf.

[3] OECD. OECD Science, Technology and Industry
Scoreboard 2015: Innovation for growth and society [M/
OL]. Pairs: OECD Publishing, 2015: 97, 156. [2016-05-
09] http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/sti_scoreboard-2015-en.

[4] OECD. OECD Reviews of Innovation Policy: Sweden
2012 [M/OL]. Paris: OECD Publishing. 2013: 223. [2016-
05-09] http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264184893-en.

[5] The Swedish Ministry of Enterprise, Energy and
Communications. The Swedish Innovation Strategy [EB/

OL]. (2012-10-26) [2016-05-09]. http:// (T 4£% 19 W)

— 3 —



- BBTEOR S AL -

g0.jp/j-grantsinaid/24_pamph/index.html. [12] B A SR . 2, R WUR H < BF98 32 4% [EB/OLY.
[11] R, KEES, WRE, % . iR o fdetkt (2015-05-23 ) [2016-05-30]. http://www.nikkei.com/
[ b @ 72 o3[ [EB/OL]. (2014-12-11) [2016- article/DGXLASGG22H3T S5A520C1CR8000/.

05-30]. http://www.scj.go.jp/kohyo-23-261211.pdf.

Scientific Integrity Management and Enlightenment in Japan

BAI Yan-qiu

(Institute of Scientific and Technical Information of China, Beijing 100045)

Abstract: The Japanese government has taken measures to strengthen the integrity of science and
technology, and to shut down the successive scientific misconduct spate in Japan. This paper studies the case of
research integrity system construction in Japan, analyzes a series of measures to build Japan’s research integrity,
and gives some suggestions for enhancing China’s scientific integrity system.
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Analysis on Science and Technology Innovation Management
System in Sweden

SHI Xiao-yong, WANG Rui-jun, CHEN Guang

(National Center for Science & Technology Evaluation, Ministry of Science and

Technology of China, Beijing 100081)

Abstract: Sweden is one of the most competitive and innovative countries in the world. During the 1990s,
Sweden’s national science and technology innovation management system had been deeply and successfully
reformed, which safeguarded an effective and efficient Swedish national innovation system. This paper
analyzes Swedish national science and technology innovation management system in terms of decision making,
consultation, specialized management agency, monitoring and evaluation, and coordination. It also concludes a
few experiences that China would learn from.
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