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Characteristics of Agricultural Biotechnology R&D in Canada
and the Enlightenment to Our Country

Han Yangi,Wang Hongling
(Economics and Management College of Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070,China)

Abstract: As the most successful country in global transgenic rapeseed R&D and commercialization, this paper summarized
the present characteristics of the agricultural biotechnology R&D in Canada from five aspects: market concentration, source
of R&D fund, dependence on foreign countries, R&D priority and technology R&D development. Then ,it gave four important
enlightenments: handling appropriately the relationships between evading foreign patent traps and strengthen domestic intellectual
property rights on agricultural R&D , having some core technology that we really have independent intellectual property right,
cultivating faucet agricultural biotechnology R&D enterprise that has global competitiveness and following the principle of according
to the peasant market demand and Advance gradually in due order when choose the important traits and crops.

Key Words: Agricultural Biotechnology;Patent Trap; R&D Market Canada;Independent Intellectual Property Right



