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University Impacts on Regional Economies are both Direct and Indirect
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MIT graduates started over
25,800 currently active
companies with annual
global sales of S2T.

California has an

additional 526,000 jobs
from 4,100 MIT-alumni
firms, followed by New
York with 231,000 jobs.

Formal entrepreneurial
programs at MIT were
started in the 1970’s
largely due to alumni
efforts to organize them.

Source: MIT data in Kaufmann Foundation Study MIT study executive summary

26% of revenues from
Massachusetts firms from
6,900 companies founded
by MIT graduates,
generating 985,000 jobs.

Over 30% of foreign MIT
students found companies,
more than half of which
are located in the United
States.

MIT has direct impacts
both formally and
informally on cluster
formation in Greater
Boston Area.



http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=2&ved=0CDEQFjAB&url=http://www.kauffman.org/uploadedfiles/mit_impact_brief_021709.pdf&ei=4TNUUsjJMfHa0QXonYGQAg&usg=AFQjCNH0oFumQYA9m3SP9rgfgw8yPiKlaQ&sig2=Gx26AatB3cm210V4asLrkw&bvm=bv.53760139,bs.1,d.Yms

Kendall Square Then and Now
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Effect of Corporate Co-Authorship on Citations
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Academic-Corporate Collaboration (%)

Academic Corporate Co-Authorship (2015- 2020)
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Field-Weighted Citation Impact
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Types of publications included: all. Self-citations included: yes.

Academic-Corporate Collaboration %
Types of publications included: all.
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Academic-Corporate Collaboration (%)

Academic - Corporate Co- Authorship and Patent Citations
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Patent-Citations per Scholarly Qutput
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Field-Weighted Citation Impact
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Academic-Corporate Collaboration (%)

&© Bubblesize: Academic-Corporate Collaboration
Types of publications included: all.
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Field-Weighted Citation Impact
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Computer Science — Patent Citations per 1000 papers
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Patent-Citations per Scholarly Qutput

O Bubble size: Academic-Corporate Collaboration
Types of publications included: all.
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Field-Weighted Citation Impact

Engineering — Academic/Corporate Collaboration
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Academic-Corporate Collaboration (%)
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Field-Weighted Citation Impact

Engineering- Patent Citations per 1000 papers
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Patent-Citations per Scholarly Qutput

O Bubble size: Academic-Corporate Collaboration

Types of publications included: all.
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2018 Global R&D Expenditures (PPP USD)

World of R&D 2019
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The world as a whole spent $2.172T in
R&D in 2018

In 2016 South Korea spent $90B, 4.3% of
its GDP, on R&D.

China’s R&D vs. GDP, at 1.97%, has
surpassed that of the EU as a whole
(1.85%) and the UK (1.73%)

No EU major EU economy except
Germany (2.84%) is on track to spend the
EU goal of 3.00% in 2020

India’s investments in R&D were the 5th-
highest globally, surpassing South
Korea’s sending for the first time. In 2011
they were the 8™ largest spender.

US R&D spending in 2018 was up 5.2%
over the prior year to $565B, while
China’s spending rose 9.1% to $485B

https://digital.rdmag.com/researchanddevelopment/2019 qglobal r d funding forecast?pg=1#pgl
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Scholarly Output

Scholarly Output 2009- 2019
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Scholarly Output

Computer Science Scholarly Output
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Patent-Citations Count

Patent Citations — Artificial Intelligence
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Scholarly Output { total value)
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