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0.158 6 0.202 5 . 258 1 . 268 9 L2827 0.2757 0.317 3 0.402 9 650 5
0.293 0 0.413 5 . 406 3 . 469 9 .552 0 0.600 9 0.735 3 0.805 9 986 5
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Study on Temporal Evolution and Spatial

Distribution of Patent Density in Fujian Province
Pan Yihui
(School of Economics, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou 350000, China)

Abstract: Based on the statistics of three types of patent applications in Fujian Province from 2008
to 2016, a patent density measurement model was constructed based on the regional gross output value
and employment index, according to the connotation of regional patent density. The temporal evolu-
tion and spatial distribution of different types of patent density in various regions of Fujian Province
were analyzed by using the data of nine prefecture-level cities, in order to optimize the distribution of
science and technology in Fujian Province, and improve the ability of technological innovation deci-
sion-making. The results show that in the period of 2008-2016, the patent density of invention and u-
tility model in Fujian Province is increasing continuously, and the growth rate is increasing gradually,
but the gap between prefecture-level cities and cities is widening. The change trend of design patent
density is unstable, showing the trend of decreasing at first and then rising, and the growth rate is
slowing down, and the polarization tendency is serious. In terms of spatial distribution, Xiamen and
Quanzhou have higher overall patent density, and other regions are ranked successively at different
types of patent density levels.

Key words: patent density index; time evolution; spatial distribution



