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Measurement Channels and Barriers of International Technology Diffusion: A Survey

Bie Zhaoxia

( School of Economics Wuhan University of Technology)

Abstract: Only a handful of rich countries attribute to most new technologies in the world then other countries get the gains on
productivity improvement through international technology diffusion. There are a lot of research works on international technology
diffusion recent years due to close attention paid by more and more economists. Therefore the paper surveys what is known about the
measure of international technology diffusion the channels through which technology spreads and the factors which determine technology
adoption. A new approach system in measuring technology diffusion has appeared recently which is called extensive margin and
intensive margin. In addition the major channels for technology diffusion include international trade and FDI flows. What” s more almost
all evidence shows technology diffusion through international trade benefits all countries. However the spillover effects of FDI inflow are
very different across countries which are attributed to many factors such as geographic distance technologic gap endowments and
institutions.

Key Words: International Technology Diffusion; Measurement; International Trade; FDI Inflow

JEL Classification: B22 E13 N70 033 014

160



