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E D 7= A

Variable Obs. Mean Std. Dev. Min Max
VCoop 1181 0.245 0.430 0 1
hcoop 1181 0.221 0.415 0 1
SCO0p 1181 0.351 0.478 0 1
accop 1181 0.143 0.350 0 1
coop 1181 0.449 0.497 0 1
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Variable Coefficient ~ Std. Error ~ z-Statistic Prob.
C -1.809 0.446 -4.055 0.0001
PATENT 0.279%#* 0.098 2.841 0.0045
RND 0.159 0.117 1,359 0.174
SIZE 0.129%** 0.035 3.702 0
N 178
LR statistic (23 df) 54.420
Probability(LR stat) 0.0002
McFadden R—squared 0.044

) * p(0.10, ** p¢0.05, *** p(0.01 AULIDIE SHIE.
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Variable Coefficient ~ Std. Error ~ z—Statistic Prob.
C -2.443 0.548 -4.460 0
PATENT 0.201%* 0.088 2.290 0.022
RND 0.217** 0.106 2.048 0.041
SIZE 0.164%** 0.033 5.022 0
N 1178
LR statistic (23 df) 94.479
Probability(LR stat) 1.24E-10
McFadden R-squared 0.062

) * p(0.10, ** p¢0.05, *** p(0.01 AULIDIE SHIEL
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(H 6) AEA A
Variable Coefficient ~ Std. Error  z-Statistic Prob.
C -3.318 0.480 —-6.917 0
PATENT 0.235%* 0.119 1.971 0.049
RND 0.137 0.142 0.966 0.334

SIZE 0.233*** 0.042 0.599 0
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N 1178
LR statistic (21 df) 83.301
Probability(LR stat) 2.25E-09
McFadden R—squared 0.086
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(RE 1) B Zh A
vcoop hcoop scoop accop coop patent  RND Size
1
VCoop
1181
0.5875 1
hcoop 0
1181 1181
0.5237 0.4586 1
SCoop 0 0
1181 1181 1181
0.5253  0.47 0.4134 1
accop 0 0 0
1181 1181 1181 1181
0.6323 0.5903 0.8158 0.4529 1
coop 0 0 0 0
1181 1181 1181 1181 1181
0.0856 0.1127 0.1207 0.1035 0.0917 1
patent 0.0032 0.0001 0 0.0004 0.0016
1181 1181 1181 1181 1181 1181
0.1056 0.0702 0.0918 0.0598 0.0937 0.1965 1
RND 0.0003 0.0158 0.0016 0.0401 0.0013 0
1181 1181 1181 1181 1181 1181 1181
0.1445 0.1295 0.1848 0.2144 0.1659 0.1466 0.0949 1
size 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.001
1178 1178 1178 1178 1178 1178 1178 1178
I A A, R, BEXISN) &MY
(BE 2) g7iga3n HYEnE Y JEaE
AT VCCOop hcoop SCoop acoop coop
0 0.152838 0.161572 0.262009  0.100437  0.353712
1 0.267857  0.235294  0.372899 0.153361 0.471639
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The Relationship Between Patent Utilization and

Cooperation for Technological Innovation:
Evidence from Korean Manufacturing Firms

Park, Kyoo-Ho

ADSEFACE | o bbb

This paper tries to analyze the relationship between patent
utilization and cooperation with various partners, considering that the
meaning and utilization of patent have been widened with the trend of
complexity of technological innovation and open innovations. We
analyze whether the relationship is complementary or not, how the
relationship varies according to different types of cooperative partners,
utilizing the result of Korean innovation survey. As a result, our major
findings are as follows. Even though general level does not show any
significance, some relationship has complementarity in the case of
horizontal cooperation, cooperation with specialized institutions, and
cooperation with affiliated companies. This means that patent can be
utilized as strategic asset to enhance technological cooperation as well
as protecting technology from competitors.
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patent utilization, cooperation for technological innovation, innovation
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