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Analysis on effect of multinational company’ technology transfer to China

Yang Ji - tao, Liu Yun

(Beijing Institute of Technology School of Management and Economics Beijing 100081 )

Abstract: According to the manner of technology transfer, the effect of the Multinational Company’ Technology transfer is divided into
direct effect and indirect effect. We here build two econometric models to measure the effect of technology trade and the spill over effect
of Foreign Investment to economic growth. And finally we conclude that the effect of Multinational Company’ technology transfer to China

should be evalued conservatively.

Key words: technology transfer; technology trade; spill over of technology



