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Intellectual Property Rights Protection Technology Innovation and

Technology Transfer: From the Perspective of Developing Countries

Gu Zhenhua Shen Yao
(School of Economics Shanghai University Shanghai 200444  China)

Abstract: From the perspective of developing countries the paper analyzes the interrelation and mechanism among in—
tellectual property rights protection technology innovation and technology transfer. And the data of United State’s multination—
al firms located in the countries of Asian Africa and Latin America from 2003 to 2012 is used to do the empirical test. The
results are the followings. First with the stronger intellectual property rights protection the probability of successful innova—
tion of high quality products will decrease in the certain period. Second with the stronger intellectual property rights protec—
tion the gap between the developed nations and developing ones will be widened. Finally with the stronger intellectual prop—
erty rights protection the welfare of south countries” consumers will be damaged.

Key words: global value chain; intellectual property rights protection; technology innovation; technology transfer; de—

veloping countries



