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Percentage

AUTM data until 2005; USPTO data until 2006
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Worlwide Patents of four leading US universities (EPO database)
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Worldwide patents of leading non-US universities (EPO-database)
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Worldwide number of patents of the NUS
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Is there a post-Bayh-Dole Model?

o After a period of booming, university
patenting Is stabilizing or perhaps even
declining;

e (Tokyo University is the exception;)

e Are there consequences for the Triple
Helix Thesis?

e For the Enterpreneurial University?
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