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Policy Evaluation on Innovation and Technology in Japan:
Methods and Examples

ZHEN Zi-jian
(High Technology Research and Development Center, the Ministry of Science and Technology
of the People’s Republic of China, Beijing 100038 )

Abstract: For years, Japanese government is committed to keep the stability of the evaluation for innovation
and technology R&D policies, improve the evaluation tools and programs, and adjust the evaluation timely
in accordance with related laws and regulations. By combining all efforts, Japanese government has set up an
effective evaluation system for innovation and technology R&D policies. This article employs policy-comparison
analysis to different innovation and technology policies like “National R&D Evaluation Guidelines”, “Research
and Development Evaluation Guidelines of MEXT” and “METI Technology Assessment Guide” in Japan,
dissects the methods and practice examples of innovation and technology policy implement. By analyzing the
evaluation mechanism and classic cases of innovation and technology R&D policy in Japan, this article researches
the effects of different evaluations in dynamic policy feedback adjustment, and identifies the purposes, objects,
indexes, organization patterns, methods and results of different kinds of innovation and technology R&D policies
evaluations.

Key words: Japan innovation and technology R&D evaluation system for innovation and technology
R&D policies
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