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Abstract  Purpose/Significance  Accurate analysis of technology life cycle are conducive to countries and enterpri—
ses carrying out prospective management. timely solving technical planning matters in the process of development. helping
decision makers understand current technical state and determining the direction of capital investment. =~ Method/Process
The paper systematically retrospected the development history of technology life cycle summed up mainstream views of
technology life cycle phases division and combed related research results of technology life cycle judgement methods at home
and abroad. According to the technical characteristics of different judgment methods and analysis results the paper divided
them into three categories: model method metric method and descriptive method. Result/Conclusion  Judgement of
technology life cycle would still take quantitative analysis as main element probably in the future and pay more attention to
the depth of content mining. There would be a broader research space especially for indicator information that can deep into
the inside of literature and reveal the changes of these indicators.
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