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Abstract: The paper uses adjusted ISCP paradigm of industrial organization’s theory to analyze the scientific and technological achieve—
ments transformation of Chinese university. Results show as follows. MThe S&T achievements transformations poor performance of Chi-
nese university is the inevitable result under the influence of the institution structure and conduct. @Under the existing institution and
structure constraints colleges and universities their research personnel and companies are more willing to bypass all kinds of restric—
tions adopt a more subtle S&T achievements transformation conducts eventually leading obvious poor performance. It is suggested that
we should further strengthen the institution construction influence the structure and conduct lead to increase the overall performance
and transparent conduct.
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1 2007—2013
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2007 711 4.48 2.08 6920 21.04 13. 17
2008 1311 6.70 2.79 8408 30. 52 19.78
2009 1571 7.62 5.62 8770 31.20 21.53
2010 1745 7.21 3.58 9159 33.34 20. 82
2011 2143 8.23 4. 69 10550 37.57 24.10
2012 2357 8.21 4.35 10275 38.76 27.56
2013 2310 7.52 4.35 10534 39.82 27.23
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