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Topics 

 
1. The codification of knowledge 
2. From data, to information, to knowledge: What do we understand? 
3. Innovation as competence to solve problems 
4. The technological frontier of society: on the footsteps of technical change 
5. The economic foundations of the patent system 
6. Economic effects of the TRIPS agreement 
7. Compulsory Licensing 
8. Strategic patenting 
9. On the patenting of software 
10. Gene patents 
11. Academic patenting 
12. Academic inventors’ decision to engage in entrepreneurship 
13. Developments toward the ‘entrepreneurial university’ 
14. University technology transfer organizations (TTOs): Meaning and efficiency 
15. Academic spin-off companies as an instrument of technology transfer 
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