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Rationality for internationalisation Frequency Percentage of
programmes
Norms, regulations 13 20 %
Market opportunities or pressures 14 22 %
Breakthrough in technology 3 5%
Exploitation of Finnish competence 21 33 %
Upgrading of Finnish competence 25 39 %




Geographic Frequency | Percentage of
focus area programmes”
Europe 29 69 %
Morth America 22 52 %
Far East 19 45 %
Other b 12 %

*Calculated as the portion of the 42 programmes for which
sufficient data was available
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Fh-Wirtschaftsertrage in Gesamteuropa 1998-2002

Ertrigqe =  hird €
Ertriiga = 10 Wi &
Ertrige> 1 MicE
Ertrdge < 7 klicE

$ $

!

I I I
1 $ I

P % 1 %

» 0 ": 1 8D b
. "5, $ G$ G >5 % L
., T % 1>
»*x )G " = $ " Y1 M A
» %", 7= 9 >( I
®» 1) " 53G): Y% >

% !

HB




Fh-Auftragsforschung in Europa
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r 71 ——.m —aal
Influence on Project Definition Project type M Mean (%) Significance of mean
difference (2-tailed)

Curselves, based on our internal Research 80 17,5 0,000 o

s Firm i 39,3

Uurselves, based on general trends Research a0 237 0,865

in the sector Bt 77 93 1

Tekes personnel Research 80 56 0534
Firm 7 49

Technology programme coordinator Rezearch 80 7.0 0,007 o
Firm 7 28

Technology programme Research 80 6.0 0,001

steering group Eim 77 19

Jur domestic partner Research 80 293 0,000
Firm It 16,2

Our foreign partner Research an 99 0154
Firm 77 6,0

Cther Research 79 1.0 0026 :
Firm 7 57
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Activity supporting internationalisation Frequency Percentage of

programmes”

Internationally shared aim 8 19 %
Participation in imternational networks and research programmes 15 36 %
Joint research projects 23 55 %
International agreements between participants 3 12 %
Seminars with international participants or speakers 21 50 %
Finnish representation in international fairs or seminars 21 50 %
International visits, study trips, benchmarking visits 14 33 %
Participation in international committees, standardisation forums, etc. 6 14 %
International mokility of researchers 12 29 %
International programme promotion or marketing 8 19 %
International monitoring, feasibility and market studies 17 40 %
*Calculated as the portion of the 42 programmes for which sufficient data was available
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Total Income

Total Income Number  per staff  Government Private Public

Institution Division (SA Millions) of Staff memberin Appropriation CE:::::“ (‘E::::;“ International  Other
Information Technology

SINTEF Telecom and Informatics: 2526 127 198 881 EREH 304% 34.5% 12.6% 18.5%

CSIR .'rT' Sorahalo b I R97 132 181,600 427% 134% 16.6% 26.4% 0.0%
echnology

CSIRO pelecommumications and 5230 9 17668 733% 13% 46%  125%  24%
ndustrial Physics

NRC Microstructural Sciences 20.01 |18 169,576 83.6% 13.5% 2.9% 0.0% 0.00%

VIT Information Technology 3038 229 132,654 34.0% 31.0% 24.0% 10,004 L.0%

NRC Information Technology 10.04 1] 125,448 00.4% B.6% L.0% 0.084 0.0%

Manufacturing & Related Technologies

SINTEF Materials Technology 36.48 167 218.464 1.0% 744% 8.6% 2.1% 5.9%

NRC Integrated Manufacturing 15.17 71 213711 86.3% 1239 L4% 0.0% 0.0%
Technologies

CSIRO Manufacturing Science & 44.21 262 168,740 71.7% 14.7% 4.7% 2.8% 6.1%
Technology

VIT Manufacturing Technology 44.67 304 146,951 27.0% 252% 33.0% 12.084 30%

MNRC MNational Measurement Standards 20008 139 144,494 T9.6% 19.1% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0%

NRC Industrial Materials 21.47 154 139,393 76.4% 22.7% L.0% 0.0% 0.0%

VT Automation 4646 334 139,102 27.0% 31.2% 29.0% 10.0% 1.0%

CSIRO Textile and Fibre Technology 20.98 193 108,705 57.2% 26.3% 10.2% 45% 1.8%

CSIR Lt il Tt TR it L 16.16 106 91,321 49.3% 27.0% 19.8% 4.0% 0.2%
Technology
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1999 or latest available year

%

%

Hungary {1}

Ireland

Spain

Swedean

Canada (2)

Slavak Republic (2)

Netherands

4
United Kingdom

Portug sl

Cermany

France {2}

United States

Paland (2)

Finland (2} |

Czech Republic (2) ]
Turkay |

Grasce |

Japan |

L] 10

1.1997.

2. 2000,
3. 1998

20

Source flﬁECD. AFA database, Dacember 2002,
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