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Research on the Dynamic Model of Cross-regional Technology Transfer and
the Case Analysis

Hou Jianmin® Dang Xinghua'! Feng Min*

(1.School of Economics and Management, Xi’an University of Technology, Xi’an 710054, China)

Abstract: Technology transfer is dynamic and complex economic processes affected by many factors. In commenting on the
basis of relevant literature and models, the article creates a dynamic model of regional technology transfer in general. Considering

technology transfer, technology choice stage and its relationship with matching resources and the environment as well as technical
assimilation capacity, technology choice will be coupled with environmental factors, and the recipient and technology assimilation
are introduced into the area of technology transfer model. Through the mathematical derivation, this article solves a dynamic

model of regional technology transfer. The statistical data on the six provinces used to validate the model shows the technology
transfer model can better reflect the actual potential of regional technology transfer capacity.
Key Words: Regional Technology Transfer; Technology Choices; the Level of Industrial Technology Assimilation



