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State Governance Mechanism for Digital Economy .

From the Perspective of Data-driven STI Governance Transformation

CAI Yuezhou

(Institute of Quantitative & Technical Economics, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing 100732, China)

Abstract: Based on innovation theory and the evolution of innovation activity organization, this paper,
from a theoretical level, clarifies the connotation and boundary of state governance and science, tech-
nology &. innovation (STI) governance, positions STI governance as an integral part of state govern-
ance, and discusses the internal driving force, founding principles, and organizational structures of
STI governance digital transformation, as well as characteristics of a data-driven state governance
mechanism. Digitalized economic and social activities, data resource & data processing technology,
and data-driven social governance practices jointly promote the digital transformation of STI govern-
ance mechanism. To achieve data-driven STI governance, we must follow the principles of data
driving, system restructuring, government leading, multiparty participating, and overall
optimization, so as to realize the “digital empowerment of innovation ecosystem”. State governance
mechanism is accelerating its overall digital transformation. With the perception of state governance
system being greatly enhanced, data platform is becoming an important part of the system, and the
governance method will gradually transform into a process governance based on digital technology.

Key words: digital economy;stategovernance;STI governance;digital transformation;data-driven



