








History of recent case studies

1998 USPTO/TAF’s “Prolific Inventors Receiving Utility Patents, 1988-1997”. I|dentifies
prolific inventors who received a large number of USPTO utility patents during the 1988 to
1997 period.

2000-2001 Country-level case-study of Finnish university-related USPTO patents (Meyer,
2003). Concentration of (corporate) patents by (key) inventors at Finnish universities.

2002 European Commission’s research project “Scientific and technological performance
by gender — a feasibility study on patent and bibliometric indicators’. Estimated the shares
of male and female inventors in patents published by EPO in 1998 for selected EU-15
countries.

2003 Country-level case-study of corporate owned/university-(co)invented patents in
Netherlands — EPO/PCT/USPTO (Tijssen; in progress). Tracking inventor names of
researchers employed in universities and estimates of university-(co)invented patents in
ICT and biotechnology.

2003 European Commission - call for tenders (June 2003) for FP6 Programme “Integrating
and Strengthening the European Research Area” on the “Analysis of university and public
research institutions’ patenting activity”. To develop a methodology for identifying which EPO
patent applications relate to applicants or inventors from universities or other public research
organizations, via tracking inventor names of researchers employed in universities in
EPO/PCT patents.

Policy context Inventors in public research organizations

“To understand whether concerns about the scientific and economic impacts of strategic IP
behavior are valid, governments, researchers and other stakeholders need more
information on the quantity and quality of IP actually under management at PROs [public
research organizations]”

(OECD ST&l Outlook, 2002)

“In recent years much interest has focused on the inventive activities of universities and
other public research institutions, in terms of how they are able to exploit and in some cases
commercialize the results of their research. In this context, increasing attention has been
paid to the patenting activity of these public organizations, but precise data on their patents
is still hard to come by.

One reason for this is that there is no systematic recording in the main patent office
databases of the institutional affiliation of applicants or inventors (university, PRO, business
enterprise...), nor is there a complete harmonization of the names of applicants/inventors.

(European Commission, 2003)
















—e— 9% prolific inventors

—a—9% female inventors
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