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Research commercialization: Content boundary as well as statistics and measuring
CAI Yue - zhou

( Institute of Quantitative and Technical Economics Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100732 China)

Abstract: Due to the lack of fundamental works in statistic measuring there exist some conceptual deviation in the field of research
Commercialization in China. The statistical survey measuring and evaluation of research commercialization are discussed here based on
the review and definition work for its contents boundary and influencing factors. It is argued that research commercialization should fo—
cus on the commercialization of applicable achievements in university and public research institutes. For measuring and evaluation
many consensuses have been acquired in selecting indicators within some developing economies and several national wide statistical
surveys have been carried out as well. However there never comes out an international comparable statistics and survey system in this
field. Relevant studies in China pay more attention on the measuring methods while the fundamental works of statistical survey estab—
lishment of indicator system are far from accomplished. More efforts should be put on these fundamentals to promoting the research
commercialization.

Key words: research commercialization; statistical survey, measuring and evaluation

The symbol society of crisis study: A sociobiology perspective
GAN Li - hao
( School of Communication ECNU Shanghai 200241 China)

Abstract: Academic field actually contains two societies: the society of scholars and the society of academic symbols. Pierre Bourdieu
considers the symbols as scholars’ s capital and analyses the influence of the academic structure academic profits and scholar’ s qual-
ity for scientific research. Then he explores the subjectivity of scientific knowledge production. Different from Bourdieu the paper con—
siders the scholars as the life source of symbols and analyses the birth growth competition and reproduction of symbols. Then the
study explores the formation development and extinction of academic field on the case of crisis study.

Key words: symbol society; crisis study; academic field; sociobiology



