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i A2AR LR IR ZE T 1 & S 5 Bk AR AW b, L RIBR H 5 o AR B %A%
OFEF I A ARBSPEGEIR, L I BE H 45 o3 i [E 38 4 1 W B e 3] 7 . 20084F , FR [E & AT T
CE A=A s AR L) , %% 1 s A= AN i F OR3P RS PR 1 1 [ R L
I 2R H bRz — it — 2P T Flk B iz & R BB T, 51 Ak LA 543 i Al
LR AR , TS G F B A AR s B A & F R 5 5 | Ak e H #3 A A E N AR T
sa e 38 B R BRI S MV A TE g T o 2T B AR AR A B9 T LR RS A AR SR R B 5
A BT AN = AAIE AR 32 R RE T, 8 HR A BEAR SERIET A8 A R 5K
BE L TRAFEIR LR, 6Tl & J A R 2 5% 540 B R4 S8 X

LRIBURE R LRI IR & R8T & WA i 7 5l A 52 B 3E AR50 & B A 7
P AR T I —Fh LA BOR] (SRS MR A4, 2010) , Rl B JeE T — a2 i S s iy
Al B 5 T L R A8 B 28 Ty AR RIS o B RIAL A — 8 B SCHS A 8RS, SCRAN R 78 ok i 4
RAWIA LY N Z A5 o i X S A L, DRI ) SC A5 A B AR SR R 50
A A 2 M (Teece, 2000 ; Lemley FlShapiro, 2005 ) . 73 4, & F A By f7 e A5 BB 8 KU , &)

il

Y #s B #A: 2018-03-01

HEeWB: BRa%A3F AL E 5 A (71732005); B R A AA3 A4 & EF B (71472131)

VEB RN 82040 (1957—), B, RiE KR F %15 253805, e RY LK F4A N LR F R,
R (1986—), B, KRR FERE 2F 23 L0 4 GRRER).
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D7t = S 9 0 5, NI | A 25 2 R 3 2 o S I | Al T 61 I =
L AMAE R PR AT TS AT (Levin: , 1987 ; Cohens ,2000; Arundel, 2001 ) o5 ) , T FIALAF
LR S it F2 A4 Z R AR AEAR BN RIFR , St & R A S R 5 B b 1 2 il B 45 v 37 s
(ShanefiSomaya,2007 ). 254 UL LR R, T F| R w558 & 2%, L2 5977 (Candelin-
Palmqvist%,2012) .,

B XL L RIS BB S AR L T2 2 PR SCRk P i 5 I, R S8 Al .4
G2 TR A BE XTI (A CRAP R AR, B 2SR A A 520 5 0627 56 T LR i BE A 2
S 5 A B I S 3 ] 1 FH e A SR 1 Aol 58 4 0 o AT IE AR NS B A1 BE A0 #IT T 4
b BT Al an el AR B B D 1 S A R R A0 T R AR Y 32— BT Y
IS HESE (Soranzo%,2016) oK 1 5635 L F HE PR HELE | I 253K [ 4ll i) & ) 5 e f 2
VORI , A SR FH R A B B e v s -5 PR DC I A 38 e R 2, W B30T A1 ) R s A 5 Sk 1
B a4, AEAR BT I ATV , A AL & A SR B SAE SR 7 R So i 25 104 R [P | [ N A6
I Al L ) S 1) SCRR R SRl b B L R 43k e A BRI AL Rz S AR, T
FLARIENZS LT [ . 2 A -5 4l PR PR A DT E 2 % ) SR il JIT Ak 1) WA 25 Do 265
FREE anfar DCIE 28 1] i 55 Al i Ak 14 2 W B A G D JAC 7 A4S SCHERE 1 7 1 ) mes
Y BEARRESE IR AR IR T Z R 0 5 1l - (DAL B REE 5 (2) DL E AR I R4
TRV 2 FREE T Al 1) & R GRS 5 (3)7E & W2 X0 & B R RRAE FN 2 & i 2 & R RS 5 (4)%E
23 I 2% G AB T i Ml R W B 52 ) 5 (5) AN () )2 IR B 1 185 )22 52 X6 Al & ) 5k s 1) 52 i)
(6) I BRI A SFIEIAT L F g 1) 28578 b AR SC B, 3R ] Al & 1) ik s e
FRPEHEHR T, MBUR A7 LB i P2 Hb R , DUASESE L 2, 3 AR B =015
HE T o

ARSCE FE TG L R R ) N S BRI i B, s L R B ARG JZ AL LR SR G
SRS R RS A5y U A O SCRk , A A BE S 1S SCRRAE M 28 X4, %o 1k 2 SCHRIEA T ] o
A3 53 BT o $E A Aok PRV ABESE AT S SO TS M BRI AR o SCR AR S OO | 0
T =2 VE L T RESRAR LS & 1H AN & R BRI I © A BUR B 5, BSR40, IR el
5T BAS S FNAR R A 5T 7 1) o

= TR AR EY R A IR IS B

ATy RIS LR G2 AR LRI B8 ) Fl & Flis 8 (BRI LR G
FHRNAE 38 PSR BE B PR3P SR A BE B AN 0T 28805 OC TR R I B 8 1) SCRRZR IR T
2% ; James4, 2013 ; Hall55, 2014 ) , ASHR 53 BB L ] i B SEAS 2 BTN IR , A I SR 7 3
WIS IR AYR)ZZ

Ak i 8 BRI T PR HLE T 5E AL RS LS T A 2 A s
ML« HEBR 55 4 X F (deterence ) . F 3ol 8% 3l % Fl 34481 (blocking ) . Hi Bl i {j (preventing
imitation ) . % F| 5% (fencing ) . % F| MK (thickets ) . & F4 7] (licensing ) . JFVA MLk (avoiding
litigation ) , iR J 2544 (negotiation ) \ 3¢ SLIFAJ (cross licensing ) AIHT il SRS B 5 | $5¢
BN R RS PEE B PEEE )l R RS (Cohen®F, 20005 Cohen4s:, 2002 ; Blind 55,
2006 ; GrahamfISichelman, 2009 ; Pacheco-de-AlmeidaflZemsky, 2012 ; Wen%§, 2015 ; A Al =
W47,2015) , 76 EME B T SUAETESRICRR Bl (B 55 98 00 RN BUSR S 47 = FREBR S AL (AR R AT,
2011;Li,2012; BREE,2014; BRFFEIE,2016).
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SIFLAAT R BT — B 56 L RS SIS R SRR, 2 B0 B R R ) e AR R IR
lv] A8 O EE, EL AR G 3 30 5 R o) B SRRl Y B R I b o e P SR B 88 (V%
,2001 ; B AR 45,2007 ; Somaya, 2012 5 5% <, 2012 ) o AR SCRF & I IS & SCR - Anlkad i %
I HR T8 A 2k 7 A P G 5 4 4 Bl TR SE P 3, S A S A M B T AL 2R 19 R
A (Somaya, 20125 % k., 2012) o 3 FiZE X, EF IS SN EAR)Z IR BB RIS
FI LB ATz B A L O TR 15 H I LR, A 5 B e SR R i el e R A
ARF 2 Z [ HEA AU (Hall3, 2014 ) o i ¢ T & 25 A7 PR S 43285 - 2 i omg B 1] L4y
S o B R S BT R RO AT R RO 5 i RESE R N 250T LA G R AR R R
A RIS L RIURIA GBS (Somaya, 2012 ) o A SCOCHE L ) BN 5 il SR SR A DE B, il 22 4% 4%
W H 1953 207 20— e AR A 5 % R SR 8l , MOR FHES — o 2807 X & i 78 s
PR o 20 5 % 1] 248 ) FH & A A HE A B B LR B Ak BT A A AL, 5 AR
PFORATR AR OB RS TT 5 RAFABBOR , EBARIAE . LRI IS LRI B8 o &
FIABR, RIS B3 AZ 00 B ] 38 BRI GeA% O L FIR I R R |, Gt Bl L X A0 5 — A4
S HAB A, T H AR R AL (Teece, 1986) ; UM 527t % A, & B8 AN 1112 4L
(PolidoroF1Toh,2011) . B ~F & Il & SZ A8 7E L Al A1 &y | 550 40X -4k T35, R4 X -1
L2y RNIE R N S =% N il pred oy 1 i QN S8 SR 2= S B2 ko N S RV R LI NP
A R, AT LR PR A B AR 0T GR BB T B B T R B2 e A
WA B B 7= 2Z AN E R, FAE DR 38 5 B U 6 71 (Somaya, 2012)

=. MIRFEEHIEFRR

(— )3k +E
KT RGO 1) R SRR S R , A SO R 1 SCERE R L I A B
20084 Z 201 74F o e £ SCHR Iy F 7 a0 R - 1 58, R Hintellectual property .patent,

appropriablity LA X IR F= A & H] L7 508 T, 456 Google Scholar, 7EWeb of Science .

Elsevier,Weily .Informs , CNKIAFEEI A i A 4% 5 & ) 5k mgRH O A0 SRR , A1 i SRR 1 o 72
A N TR SOk HERR TR 56 SOk o R 8 1R SCHR 9 AIFFE 3 [, Hp e Sk
65k , ULk 165

(=) STk T
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HEAEBEN T LI AT R i
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1 fell P—

o 2 T BB R0 4

W BN 2, Kl o |, (R

G : iﬁ%ﬁﬁjﬂm\
LRI B, BRI S Ry | |BURRES v v RESEEELS

F & (Chabchoub#INiosi, 2005 ) , % F1) 32 it i}g BUTHE |
W T R R AR AT ATy, | B

PR A TG S AL R IR ER B R & g IL AR
A KA b B AT BEHH A 0 5555 71 HiE s
ANt A1) HAR , KA 5HEAR B H B2 EiPiERE

AFVC T A B M5 7 DRI AR ] TSR BUE R ORAr 7 =X, BRBBCR B o & 1) s AT AT % 1) ik
& (Motohashi , 2008 ) o I H1 /M Mk 52 B GER W 5552 0 i R, HLBZ ARG 2R XL &
GEARA L, PR /D e 8 LA & FDIE 2009 1387 (Brouwer AT leinknecht, 1999 ; Leiponen il
Byma, 2009) R , A A 55 2 W3R 2 /Nl AR J 0 R 2 8 A — D T, /sl A
FEA TR EAMETE ™ SRR BRI R A S = ) BOR AT R AR Al
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BT AR RE 7, PR o) TSR A o B O e iy S R R Ry R 08T, JfE i
FLAT & R s LA-S1E 0T )7 X3R5 5 M 9% 7 ( Brouwer FlIK leinknecht, 1999 ; Holgersson,
2013) o 53— J7 T, Hh/MME B AT B & 1 TR B8 , B H & A R i E 3000, L)
REA B B s /AN A5 A kM 5 [ 9F (Holgersson, 2013 ; Hsufi1Ziedonis, 2013 )

2. Ak

AP B 1 22 S A ol HAA AN [R] A RRAE A 2205 28 B & R ARt TT REAS ] (Keupp %,
2009,2012;Neuhdusler,2012) . $L 8 R BUE | 15 Al A BEEOR LS ny FE fe KAb, J5 & B
FIAR LA A B2 5 [R5 AR KRR T 7= 5 i 5t (Schotter Al Teagarden, 2014 ), A1 5 ] 4l A4S
AV AE LA AR B 25 5 (Huang 55,2017 ) . 156, 15 4l 7 T« 85 [ Mk nT REHH A 5
HEREAR P4 5 2 (06 Rk %% (Albuquerque, 2000) , K 1 FEAT 23 EAS M 8 = B 4530 [ 7
BT, T AT RESRHCH] AL 1 & A 07 U S RET (Keuppa , 2009 ; Huang®5:,2017) 4B [E 5 R
MIFARZZIE T 5a 4 AR 18 Al A AR WIS RE 1R 252 M 255 ] il & 1 RO o Y 2 18 [ Y
TG TG PEN A A WOSCRE S5 B, TR s H P, B85 il SR O R R 4 04 Tl e o vy
(De FariafiISofka, 2010 ) . Hk , 5 [ Al AE SR 2008 A BRI W T 5% — , BN RIERE
] SR A & ) % 2 1 RS A 1) 4R 38 ] (Kostova iR oth, 2002 ), KT FR HHIE Az 5 & A, T
HAE 5 [ 2B W AHBE S B L R ARGE 248 200 41 SRR R B E M 54 -4
Ml 1) 22 S 2 B W (Huang 55,2017 ) o e, AN [R] ] 5 R XA 325 6] Ml 7 - ) i e A X
o H A AE & A R iz 5 5 T SR, 76 L FIAR DGR (N7 (AT A Lk
PO E ZE 4l 8 2 (Granstrand , 1999 ; Pitkethly, 2001 ) iR FEI A b &, H 0 B4l i
TA LR E LB ERNEEZR, Pl Mz &L A IR ARE o, EA i 4
BN 5S , PR SR B R AR B8 (LidE, 2017 ) ANt A 5T 3R W, 15 [ Al PN AS £ £
b A8 L] g I JC A [R] (Barros, 2015) .

3. BHRAIRE

AV A B IR | E 1 S Al X Al B % g AT 22520 (Huang AICheng, 2015 ), & F1) %
Wi 225 R R L BE I A VCHE (Somaya%F , 2007 ) o AEFEUR J5 T, WF9E 22 BH , QI B A KA 4l 32
AV H A B 22 & B, 5 AT RESR IO 5 % A (Suzuki %, 2006 ; Halld$, 2013 ) ot % | H1
T BB S BRI R T g R ARIA TR BOARAR =, DR 455K 00 55 B il T
FIE 57 ZIRH 0 9% U A B o i A 2B 8 L AR O =, s ) BE R 0 R SR IS ~F L FLAT % ) ik
(Graham®%%,2009) . 4V A LA 19 FAMAE B =1, Al BB ) TR F & RO B1Hr, O
K FFLATE L 1) BB R B2 A 25 FLAth Al , 385 & A B %8 7™ A9 4 {8 (Hall Fl Ziedonis,
2001 ; Gans#IStern, 2003 ) . 7EBE J1 /71 , Solinas (2017 ) & B, £ M AE SCHEAT AT 1 SR piof 7 22
PIAAEBE R RE ST - N RIS, BRI AN AT B BRI s AR, BEIRZLZI N A 5
IR —E . Tan (2016 )AFFY T A S ST X il T R TR 1A B A s2 ), e AR S 32 B v A 4
M BELE L AR VA TR FZRE L3 A TR i e S 40 & R R va 28, DR T 6 St
0 5 L] B o ClarksonFl1Toh (2010 )48 1, Ak A4 B8 1 T iE e ) FFIA I8 0], il R
FH ) P H T T B R A X0 7 A A TSl P 3 4P %o T, et 2l o % ) AR 3 n B B B R
TR B IR , AR R SE AP 3  Agarwal 5 (2009 )& B, 254l S0t T AR RE 5%, HAEf Tl
T B 75 255 B A R B Lk 03 T3 80 7= A A I s HE RSO , A R o 4 ) RS 7 S i o

) i 1) S AN AN R AR BT IR LB T A SRR I TR BT IR L RE T [a) A EAN R P R
Chen%5 (2016 ) &I, [FIEHA VRIA FUE AMAERE J1 BV AF 520 5 L R SRR A T A Reitzig Fl
Puranam (2009 ) & 3, £V 0% FIARE LR35 FR F RE 7 00 Ll AT ) 4 AE - s, 4ol ()
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LR G (L R ) B g, PRI % AR SCRE 1 04 & b A R I ] S X il Sk 7 % )
hil i A 5 2 2 o ErnstAlIFischer (2014 ) & 30, 4 Mb A AH A& FTL R T T4 95 [R] fi 0 64l 8 i
AR B4 1] 55 1 i 7= b P 28 5 A A S 2 VR

4. QHTRHIE

LR LRI AT ) i BEAILTR , & A s A Q1 F iy i B 5 45 R BB AH S, Ak XA 1
345 R A SR e LN PR A T BOR & A1 (Somaya, 2012 ; Milesi%F, 2013 ) . Zobel
(201725 G %58 5 R IN, BB AR i AR 2 ) B 55 oy 2 1]k ek 118 STt 1 AH G, R 2R
TR BE AR BE S H AR BB Mg IEAH G s SRR BT S50 o L A RO 7R OG , e PE BT SRR
B AW IEAHOC o 2575 LRI TR AT PR 0 22 AR B, XS et B3 &, AR = AR R
S R SR TEAR DG e B I 5, AN R ) B S R e TE AR G

KT RNHT AT L ] GRS 52 0], P A Aoy — S5OR B0, AR T BRI, Al B8 it 1) TR
B Ry SR 7= L AHE (Brouwer MK leinknecht, 1999 Hall4%, 2013 ) FZFFA « 55—, 7=
BT A HE T RETE g 55— i BRI A = PR Rl REME/DS , RIS 2 =k s R AET T e
BREZBARGE A ge 0 T H5E A S AT F-A1# (Levinds, 1987; Cohen¥, 2000 )
05 = I R 25 5 3E B R B R AN HE A R R R, AE T R St i AR o DU AR R
¥, A Gy R R B B A4 (Hall3F,2014)

WAL, & B A1 3 A B A ELRZ e il R & R 0 AT e o AR 5% Anton FTY a0 (2004)
FYEEAR Y, Y & B R QT RE EE i, Akl T PR Z Ak BB 5 40 0 5007, B 2% 2 o
U364  Hall 55 (2013 ) & B4 & B M (85 & R G4 5 sCE ARG . 1T Pajak (2016 ) AR5 &
I, BRI 5 LRI AT IEAR DG  FERR ATl rh ) 17140 G . Zaby (2010) 48 H: 24 4
M B BETRE BE i, A A 1] b T e 45 T A X T, Al AN ) TR A B AR G T

S AL UN

L ) K 5 Al £ 2 THT Y AR S DEBC 365 HUA 8 %02 L (Fisher N #lOberholzer-Gee,
2013 ) Reitzig (200748t , 4k (9 & FELIE R i% 5 4k B ERER 2 (Rl 2 A 7] )2 SR s AH DT
B, Al = JE RS B 45 290 AT TR PR ZEHRRR)Z | Al & ) w75 22 55 N 07 B U ik ek
VE L , e & ] W 118 St A 200 A7 A L 19 N 77 9% 5 % B SZ 7% (Choudhury fllHaas , 2018 ).
Somaya&§ (2007 ) AR5, Al N3 & R AL & G RE AR HE Ak i 2 R FR B SR, Al = 4
1) T FVE AT ST & FE T T R & 0 & R B SN 2 . Mayer 56
(2012)F5 th , il I8 & R 75 2 L RITE R ZARIC ARG il A MR ATl &
A MBI AR T A P B UR A M 1 T A A TR R LA B AR R ) R A5 Reitzig Bl
Wagner(2010) &3, 4l A L R GEIR BT, 28 88 28 FirRiARe 1, R, b4k
Ul o & R SR, %00 2 O B B L RITE R 9ER 53 A, Ak ) S s AR T AR
LB, NG S B S R A O T R SE O Al SR BOURIA Y O A R R
Tty R S L A S ROR 8.7 (DelerueMlLejeune, 2010).

) R 5 5 b A S 2 SRS AR DT L o A VDA RERG AR s #e , AR AT,
E [T B3 T R A AT R o Ak, Ak ARG, BURASUR B AN AL 2 32
A7 A A T I 155 38 5 ROAS R XU (Belderboss:, 2014 ) o [, £ MART [ 38 3% A1) i
PRI B8, AAE— B Lk e Al 2 32 AT R, BRAR2E &) B4 (HartFIMoore , 1990 ; Barros,
2015 ; Miozzo%:,2016 ) . LaursenflSalter(2014 ) #E—4 & B0, MV B % S VE Pt 5 5 & )
RRBE DR BE R UL OCR 2 5 HIETE A X T A RN, B AR 570 o 7 Rk e 5 B Y SCHR A ok
55 . Zhang % (2017)45 i, Al 5 HABLA LU 5C R OR R GAEZ D) Wz i Al 2 R R 2% ) AR g
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PR, 55 F AR A Al A AR ] TR R AR | 5 2 AR TR B A~ B AR s ) T
KB, SR 745 0 508 8 BN AR B 8 ) TR FH RS Bl 2 S A2 L5

6. IATEGr

L TR R 2 A A R RO T R T ), AS e MBS I ML AR ATF 9 B I e R i
WS, 10T 7 12 DA 30 25 T2 AR A0 £ 0 B b 1) 40 R ) 35 4 25 A W S 438 1, 2% SR 3 o A
D5 2 B TEZRE B , BT AV AR A5 & WA 5 AT LAt DL & R i AR 28 B I A 3 B3 , o mT
DAFE 5 S P 87 0 =R B B 2 2 SRR (i B 7 7) BUAS FIRAS A RS , e 8 15
HEATRATT o B SR DR RRIE B B e P A 3 AR 28 05 2 1 S ) (A )
TS, TS T4 SR 2 B R %85 (Anton 1Y a0, 2004 ; & LA 745, 2005 ; Zaby , 2010 ).
Z a0 (BT SE38) , QT E AR R AT O FR B /N L BRI R 55 L %)
FHIE Az AR, AT AR A5 R B RO, 2 5 S g R BCE R BRI 1 L% A 5 %
) s, B3 R B 1% % % (Schneider, 2008 ; Kwon, 2012 ) . KulttiZs (2006 ) & W, 7ERH 52
Ferh, IS T AR ES , T R SR L AR 235 5 4 A SR M 2 3 o Kl eti 55 (2007 )38 4 i
HERIHT S PR | & I L R AP B A b e B 2 R, LRI AP 85 ), il 25 BB AR
B SRR LRI R SAR , Alb X/ IVRE BE A BB AS R & RO, SR X 38 KRR B (A AT
K FHL R IR R K T8 8% AR ALAR (Mosel ,2011) . Mihm%5 (2015 )% F ELAY 5 2 00F
8T AL AE BT 5a B A A B v & I RO A BE R, 2 IR Y PRSI it 43 5 e %) il ) S b,
Sl Jay & R U #2445 3 5 BRI 2 58 4 B, S0 50 8 N LAFE AR 4% 1T X A )
B R Bt D 2 B AR ey B

WAT 35 R ISR 58 07 1640 B T se 4 Al 8] A fOU 8 255 1 . Chen %5 (2016 ) R 3R, 4
Al 35 S R T (5 BT 50 S U 3mt | ¥ TR <7 R m , B [] )7 55 40 o
)& FIUFIL . Theeke FLee (201748 it , ZERIR B ML, M AE 2 AT AR B 354
B, BT GE IR ) S B AN S i At ) TSR U o ) M R HE IR 5 4 % T I AN
A EZ - VeerS:(2016) A B, 244l 7™ 5 2 s WURBUS , 233850 b7 £ 1) i mg St 7 % -

()2

A AFE WAL 2 P 45 e, L R R A2 i A 2 D2 BRI 15 M (KOK ZR 55, 2016) .
N TRDAAT G 22 1) A AR RN M B S = AN O T ARl ) R o A 2 4 R B Y
VERL

1 AT ML 225

Mansfield (1986 ) &3, 763 E i 25 Ak T, BRI XT30%E LA A4 & B 28 CE 2 7
AU HUBAN 2 & AT, BRI 10%—20% 0 & B 2 6 B3 7R S VA .
RE S DR SR I 918Utk BRI R IR EZ LR EZN AT,
84% M AT HE L A% & BB R AE T % A, M7E & FIASEZ AT A 66% 9 1T Hi il £ R 1) &
AR B3 T % H| . Harabi(1995) .BrouwerflIKleinknecht(1999 ) . Arundel (2001) .Cohen%s
(2002 ) \Hanel (2008 ) 7E A [R] [ 04 ] )8 A A5 2] T AR RI ATl 22 S i 3, BUARECE A T
[i]  Graham %5 (2009 ) £ F-20084F (A FL A & Al P82 & B, L R e A WRHE Tl Hh Al %
W 1) B L LH B 4y, A AR ATl A AR B R LR

Moser(2012)WF5E T 185 AFAR UK ffvEy AN 25 L JR/R A8 0004314 & B, & I 3L L
PR T b 44% 1 2% BR B R T LA AL AT ) A B LR i o LR PR S s Ak T4
AR TR AR B BT A R I A 255, T ZE AR 25 7 7 AR B X B D AR ARAL , %R X )
BB R0 51T, Moser (2012 )i & B, i 45 1k T4k B 1) 2 & , AR R4 44 Aot 2 )

A A B o B BRIR T B BB R TS RE
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TR I, B D il R AR AR B XA RPN B R, A AT MR A Ais b X & B H 38 % A1 Y
LU 91 5 2 8 R o b 9 % B I T A7l & R AR A 38 R T s ol R A SR B AR A8 i R
Moser Y & I EA FA M5 SC, it sa ik 1 DA Al J2 T B 55 A R i R i B e JB Pk ot il 813
PR3 S ma i [l R, 53 A1, Moser IR 6B, RIS AE— Tl i, B BRI & J A7l
LRI SO ASE SIS AR , il & ) SR 22 e [ it =2 9148

2. FRFE A

FAR IR FE M A DG AR G E RIS A 00 ™ S B 4% B B0 FBIHT A A
FE HAR WA s 1 B AR g B A DR R DRI 52 M) £l % K (Mansfield 5, 19815
Mansfield, 1986; LevinZs, 1987 ; Graham%, 2009 ) . £ AR & 4 B 7L F) Mg w98 Th 38 ff e — 1>
HRB AR T W BT R 20 W TR Z D FioRE 2B mnl w08 T A %
15, BRI it PR A (5 , 25 SFME LA TO G FUR AR, 2006) o AR S 24 B S ATl iy
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A Literature Review on the Strategic Fit between Patent
Strategy and Environment

Justin Tan"?, Zhao Xiaoyang'

(1. College of Management and Economics, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, China;
2. Schulich School of Business, York University, Toronto M3J1P3, Canada)

Summary: As the economy has been becoming more knowledge-based and the process of
globalization has been accelerating, patent portfolio has become an important aspect of key competitive
advantages. Patents make great contributions for firms to protect and benefit from their innovation and
are essential for firms’ competence, survival, and development. Previous research has studied patent
strategy by scholars of different disciplines from different perspectives. However, an integrated and
consistent theoretical framework has not been developed on how firms could initiate suitable patent
strategies which fit the dynamic environment. In order to improve the theoretical framework of patent
strategy and provide a theoretical basis for firms’ patent management practice in China, by searching
and reorganizing literature in recent 10 years, this paper conducts a literature review on the choice of
patent strategy including whether to adopt patents to protect innovation and how to leverage patents to
generate value from the perspective of strategic fit. We focus on the fit between patent strategy and
micro environment, meso environment, and macro environment. We integrate the recent development of
patent strategy literature, grasp the research frontier, and construct a theoretical framework on firm
patent strategy. This paper holds theoretical implications for patent strategy research by integrating ideas
in the literature and giving a consistent framework, and also has practical implications for firms’ patent
management practice. Furthermore, based on the literature review, we suggest that future research
should put more attention on the following aspects. First, research on patent operation should be
extended. Second, since prior research mainly focused on developed economies, future research should
study patent strategy in transition economies. Third, patent strategy literature should be expanded by
providing insights on micro level mechanisms. Fourth, since prior research ignored the impact of
networks on patent strategy, scholars should study patent strategy from the social network perspective.
Fifth, cross-level research may extend patent strategy research by integrating factors from the macro,
meso, and micro level. Finally, considering the dynamic essence of patent strategy, more dynamic
research is needed to improve our theoretical understanding of patent strategy.

Key words: patent strategy; strategic fit; literature review
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