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Abstract: Using the GII and GIE data in the "Global Innovation Index Report" issued by the WIPO since 2012 to 2014, this paper
studies the innovation situation of the world. Clustering analysis of panel data is used in the study. It’s found that GII and income levels are
closely related, while GIE and income are not; some countries with lower GII and higher GIE can promote it’s GII rapidly, but the trend is
not obvious; the BRICs perform better than the NEXT-11 in innovation, and China and the South Korea make outstanding performance.
Based on these results, the paper suggests to learn innovative experience from those in the same category or near category.
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