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Abstract:The industry —university —research institute alliance is an important part of the national innovation system, which is
always the hot topic researched and discussed around the world. Based on games model of incomplete information, this paper
analyzes the industry—university—research institute alliance formation mechanism under the condition of incomplete information.
Through analyzing the expected revenue of the industry, university and research institute, it discusses the formation mechanism
and puts forward a mechanism that subsidiary would change the choice of the game. The result is that the R&D capability of the
university and research institute will change the game choice of industry, and the subsidiary of the government will also change
the behavior of industry, university and research institute. It is helpful to the university and research institute when the industry
provides sufficient capital which improves the formation of industry—university—research institute alliance.

Key Words:Games of Incomplete Information; Industry—University—Research Institute Alliance; Formation Mechanism



