Summary of Findings
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on knowledge and innovation. The Innovation Index presents baseline data for measures that have been closely

linked to the 21 century economy: idea development and commercialization; entrepreneurship; and the

availability of knowledgeable and skilled workers.
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dZ DJ]JoA pl @& P]}v[e $E v-]3]basdd eE@norhy jfap beBt be described as a work in

progress. With regard to innovation inputs, many regional trends are positive, including growing university

research and development spending, higher educational attainment levels, more jobs created by small firms,

and more Small Business Innovation Rese&uctall Business Technology Transfer (SBTRR) awards. Far less
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engineers, and knowledge workers per capita.
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evident need for improvement include patent activity, educational attainment, business dynamics, and capital
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future, and takes on more urgency given the recent economic downturn.

Methodology

The selected indicators depict the innovation footprint in the region, defined as the Milwaukee Metropolitan
Statistical Area, by gauging the resource inputs and outputs tied to creative process improvements and product
and business development. The outputs, while not only the result of innovatienific inputs, measure overall
improvements in economic health, which are linked to changes in business performance as a result of
innovation.

Data sources vary by indicator and include the National Science Foundation, the Harvard Cluster Mapping
Project, the U.S. Census and the American Community Survey, the Bureau of Labor Statistics, the Edward Lowe
Foundation, the Small Business Administration, the Bureau of Economic Analysis, and the U.S. Department of
Commerce International Trade Association.

Regional Comparisons
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sets of benchmark regions (leader and peer regions). The three leader regions are Austin, which is considered a

current leader; and Kansas City and Portland, which are considered emerging leaders. Thesd vadains

known for their high tech industrieswere chosen for comparison to exemplify regional economies that already

have made a successful shift to the knowledge economy. Three Midwestern regional peers (Cincinnati,

Indianapolis, and Minneapolis) provide a more localized perspective from which to compare the Milwaukee
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