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Japan Tokyo 35363 1%

22285 82%

USA San Francisco - Berkeley 16176 105%
Japan Tsukuba 14003 244%
USA Washington 13292 109%

Boston -Cambridge 11650 150%

Moscou 10368 50%

Source: NanoTrendChart
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Figure 7.
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Structure of R&D investments in the US, EU and Japan by institutional sector, 2004-06
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Figure 8.  Share of nanotechnology-related and all publications by country, 1991-2007
35
B Nanotech publications
o All publications
30
25
20
%
15
10
5
0
5 = B, L] - o - = = (= £ - = in = 5 7= = I E 3 a a *
§ £ 87 i f8 85 Fiiiiiisis it
s @ = B F g = g woos EF g g £ F O o5 F = F £ =
E & S 3 © 2 F £ < @ g @ ]
E z = g @ Z
= E = = -
=] ] o
r
The Figure includes the top 25 countries by the share of nanotechnology-related publications 1991-2007.

Source: |51 Web of Knowledge, January 2008.



Patent thicket / Patent race

Families of Carbon Nantube by Thousands

The classification of patents by application fields

Main fields

Sub-field

Electronics

Electrical dewvices - electrical enginecering
Awvrdiovisual techmology
Telecommumications

Information techrnology

Semiconductors

Instruments

O ptics

Analysis, measurement, comtrol
Medical Technology

Muclear Engineering

Chemicals

Organic Chemuistny
Macromolecular Chaenmistrny
Chemical Engineering
Treatments/Surface
Maternals and Meaetallurgy

Phamaceuticals and biotechnologies

Biotechnology
FPhamaceuticals and Cosmetics

Food and Agriculbure

Industnal processing

Technical Processas

Hamndlimng, Prnntimg

Matenal processing

Ernvironment, pollution

Agrncultural and Food Processing Machinerny

Machinerny

Machines and Tools
Erngines, pumps, turbines

Thermal PFrocesses
MMachanical elemaents
Transports

Space Technology & Armms

Consumer goods & equipnent

Consunmer goods
Clivil engineering, buildirng, mining

Sowrce: OECD Patent Manwual 2008 .
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Who decides ? Need for a multistakeholders dialogue with
« design for difference » methodologies
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NORMATIVE

EVALUATION... DECISIONS

JOINT ASSESSMENT

VETHODOLOGY ADAPTATION/

FEEDBACK
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