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The Influence of Network and Knowledge Spillovers on Inventor
Performance: Evidence from Co-Inventions at Hyundai Motors and

Samsung Electronics

Kineung Choo

Abstract : This study analyzes whether the network characteristics lead to differences
in innovation performance between inventors, using the case of Samsung Electronics and
Hyundai Motor Company which have applied for the most patents in the electronics and
automobile industries while showing significant differences in the degree of collaborative
invention. The more inventors an inventor is connected with in the network, the higher
innovation performance is achieved. While existing literature addressed intra- / inter-
industry, and intra- / inter- group spillovers at the organizational level, this study
extends this discussion to the inventor level. This study newly introduces spillover pools
from network components and then constructs spillover pools in three dimensions of the
group, the industry, and the network component. The study analyzes the effects of each
spillover pool on invention performance of an individual inventor and compares the effects
between spillover pools. At the inventor level, the innovative effects of spillover pools
were confirmed. The results of this study suggest that the inventor’'s network
characteristics and spillover pools can be used to predict the inventor’'s innovation

performance.

Key Words : inventor network, network component, co—invention, innovation

performance, spillover pools
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< &3l 2 Mz AZdE o] shte] EYAE ¥

3}7114, HES AR AZ49 glo] 59X os ddss g 19 2 s
A o vEY I Adsa Ak #]24¢] 35 g knowledge spillovers)7} tl5-4 =
o] %5 (labor mobility)S &8 UEldtla BE AFAE AT w59] o]Fo] Qe 7
o HEYAE B3 A2 sFEH7 vERE F A tHWilhelmsson, 2009). 2
71& A A Az g A o2 o]3)stal 9+ Fleming (2007)0] w2W & Wk
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g Aok HMES A W AlE 1He Aezgs dEcke Al A2 A A4 vgt
UFe] sivE Fsdioly TEdTE T FEEE AT A HES A FEeltt
(Diemer & Regan, 2022; Andrikopoulos & Trichas 2018). 19 H| F5d ™oL F5&F
Ao EA et dHgle] 53] Ql&olut =it Qlgom: YEYAE 48 + dvt
B TAES AMSA BAEESTYH AAI AEE F53T oW A dAE
UESARZ FE2Xg AFAoR Sorpiy Ferbsst v #8d ¢ w2 & U E

AAER A Ark WS <
stz AZE UEYIo AT ¥ HEYIAER Yot &
A& UEHAY} g S SAHAT 7 gl T v ES Zolth wheba] 2 Aol A
AHEShE FEEY FAlo 723 WEY = ofsk UIEY AL Jdd 7Rk

Ho U EH LY 2717k Albo] Aol whet A3 AA L YMEHAEY T 5
Aol YE AL 91tk Andrikopoulos & Trichas (2018)2] Aol M= 47070 &5 AT
() VEYAE FolA H WES A7} =259 2463%F £33t UA L, F+ HA
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AAER] WP ENZNNE BEHe o] qY FEAT WENAES HH

EgH ol 22 Al (small world)®] 545 YERAIL SE).

o 27} Ak SRS F A 1 AT
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et} (39 3], 2015).
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z7)ele 22A A AA E AR 229 AAE Ho MEYA AAZ Ak
et (Singh, 2000). A WEA A A3, 2244, /A4 AgE F4FoEA
HIES Aol &3 73459 Aatell F3e v ol 3 ==7F YEYA WA oj|
AAE A=l et 71 =9 YA vE Ak oE 5ol AR HE A,
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F

(diffusion)& &3l #2719k A7 = A sHANE ARale S8 WS Stk
(Le Gallo & Plunket, 2020). 574 W27l YIEY A W9 T4 A= A2E &4
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stalom gt B 555 e 47 ARl As At o] i 719do]
HAh A S FEe= 7oA = 7F A GDPY 58] 7]sol A4 &2 s 2HA
sh= Z1dol7lel te 719 EelA 7le FEadE vA=AE A HEHS &
Qbell A A r iz} gheh B =22 o] V& Ak 7Y 4% daEe] YEYA W 2
Aol Aol A(n)el S adE vA=A ST

= H4 UE]A el A (FiiAsah) &% dgaso] Bers Ue

A BwAES] Ha437} .
2. W3 £79 AY HFEAE

A A& AARE 7V stal vlufA| A o] 7] wZell gk 7]go] A g XA o kahA] A
02 7199 =2 7)uke A 71t} (Jaffe, 1986; Medda and Piga, 2014; Breschi and
Lissoni, 2001; Lee et al., 2016). 711 ¢] A2 z}xle] FQJE ofvel AW o] &7k
A A A A Zol| = o]E3It} (Jaffe, 1986; Branstetter, 2000, Lee et al.,, 2016). T2 7]% 9]
FA Z7F shaE s Aotk A2 AXEHA g AAMEE 7 dornE tE VY,
Q1] A Ae vt HE o R e FAR AR = 7] vl A4 a2y
st} (Lee et al., 2016). A2 &4F2 R&D 129 o]
HESA 5 oy 714 Ars Fa LA, 374 o2 E(spatially) A4 o 2E
(cognitively) T+ 3k 9o o 2 @Agth R&D A= EQ] ol5Ado] AGAL Aloof A
O =0 ol ARG 25 WelA AAe] o # gikdS on|dity a-ld a4
FFER ol YEYA, MY 5 ddow sFFEaEo] A3 Lee, et al. (2016),
Tubiana et al. (2022) &2 A 25&°] o }-9(domains) -+ F(layers) 0.2 EAE
Aol TSt
12 HEYAE 25 AL U ES A(social network)dl] W= o 2 F HE
3= F¥(isomorphic)e]&tal & % oy (Yayavaram and Ahuja, 2008), Wang
et al. (2014), Brennecke & Rank (2017) & # <+ w32 M2} oA A2 Y ES A9}
ALl ESAE F-Eatal 7+ UES A 7 2oyt AAIE Axgth A4 HEYA=
7199 BAE FolA 24w, A o® 2 HerE 2 = olaL, AFS] dIES A ol A9
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n A A o &2 FHskal Qo

w7 w@oll A AW, AFARE sba kel A A27u BAA el oA

Ayt Aol ol2A= Fekar vk (Lee et al, 2016). AFAZE o=
AT AAE Fal HAE L AW e Ede B A, =Eols o A
Harris & Robinson, 2004). |-~ 732 g8 Q&= 7
O F 5 Atk AL AgE0] AW sEaate] EA4 o =
A= A= o] wiTo|th At ulol A= S G IR of e} o] & sk H-
a7 BAE 7hsAdol = (Bwalya, 2006). 712 54
W gE a2t g2A4 yebd = vk oy Aol AAA AEE = s A
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IE OE ATES 7Y FEAE B4 AR B
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Hak gk, ol B A 71l Ay 0

AR S E Y =oE WA o R At
3 ol ZrlSdA A (o] 1F)o] EAEL Fod des st F)
ke AA Sk 71 9] Wl A3E 438 Choo et al.(2009) IMF 9]7] o] % 3=
Aol Ao A Z3 golow 7|ESsHi ExH|EEA AS E1 Q) reoge
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Tl E AV ArjE vk Al FEgth S AT e Bl BH S 7ol
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A ale] s g s TE AT FUH Fol EAstE oM 7|EHAle] Sl A
5 2% 7Yoo 8= HYo] 9t} (Branstetter, 2000; Lee et al., 2016). gl A
AA7E 2
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71 15 ThE 18] 24907 o ¢E EhE HulWSE Folsgnh S, e
4 7199 ANE) JFL W 2% 7199 AY2EL MEGD et vEA

9= Wro] EASAT AEd AolE A 8 A% tnlE Fssh

m #s % 7les7

1. A&

AT 94d-97d, 02d-061d 9] 713t Eot sElvEl 53 2dE 5319 &F
g wAE 01%5}9?\‘?}. Wy ap ] Al s EHel]l wEAEe] il Aol
ofy& Aot AT F7s (2016)14 AREsklwl Ak A ¥ (inventor
identification) 25 2833tk o] Amol= s Brgatvie 9leje] =T} FofE o]

Atk I R A s E ks Attel dad O 2% V9] 55, AEE o2
=7 R 7| e ARE ol gstlor OF duadEs A 5 ==
O A% VI9ER WS etk A 589 93 Ve AR VS
ddsiitt. & e g wAlEe] ok UENA HEdEd F55900

B Ao A ALEEH FEWHFE 7l (weigthed) 5 F-8 53| 9~(fractional patent
counts) 7Hdel whe} Alckd A S grolth gE gl A9 Zb i Aol Al 1319
5385 Q18sk= Aol ofyEt 1/N (N="2782)9] 7]
FEAANA 1N 7HsA1E

HENA 54 Masd 22 448 S48k A24 F(degree)st 228 TS

5) 7tsh A5 AT At AL A5} el AgHT P AFE Shannon 52
Be)E dERI A5 o] §dstt dERY AFE E= EPIn 1/P) = Ak 3714
PiE 7] i7} A3k o)t 7| % thzkale dn M e 7l ool A glirke} 1 7]
JolSo] Avh}t ;A A vkl HLHTG (:7]%, 2017),



A= sl fAEE ARE SAT A = 7t =EE V)FeRE A ddd
wE g5 AT Tl AXEFE A U Bk 2 AL P AE S X3
st RE U8 k=S tid HdAgEY e gE AtEnh ol WEHA W

B EE =EERFH vty #Ze Agd Fo devkeE SASH S71AT
(clustering coefficient)= WEH A U 23] &= B F+ 4 Z(two-paths)] H]-&o]H
(De Nooy et al., 2011) MEY A9 SHJEE YEPTE o & 5] a%} b7} A4= o]
be} c7F AZAE o] oA a9]r cle dZdHo] vt 28 vkl S 2 Aol A=
AbE] HIESIA 24 223 a]ekoﬂj\ﬂ AR A8 = 238, SRATE ol &3t

o] B2 VP95 250l A5EH 22 4 W VIgERET AR Y 11EE vE
AAE o]ETh 7IHES HIRT Ao R Fo] 4% S B AA 9 giite] "k A
Il vl =R e Aol Setke 71 sl s dsahgol o Hlwg

HEYAE o|Eth &% 15 Wl A4 A ZFHknowledge pool) #F 145 HPZE] A2 A &
2% A o] A XA It A AE]Y o] 9] o] Ab Sl o] XA A ko] w A= FEFe] vE
T Ak ALle] &3k TIde] AXAR o]9o AAAFS FAAQ HFEAE
(spillover pool)e] # T} # A= 3 TEWE 159, AP ARG U E
et UEL AL 5 37HA] Aol A A olgitt

<Y 1> WA IE VR F £33 U ES A A deEdEEs B
ok 29l FEAt = 719 el Fob, 71 v 1F goll &5E AlgAtela Ak
kel <alf Qlok megh WAt i9k o 7|y, Aol &3 WgAtEe] sl #AE F
UEY A ncE A3

al
A5 F A7} L9

|
ol
fot
)
e
m[o

g 5 3tk o] t‘;}ugx} i WAl A thekgh

o

= FolAe] Jidel71 = Stk Schank and Wagner (2005)= w3 AlG=9F Fo]4do] b
Q5L HYEd, Pajek TS IAAE Zria B} (F7)%-31Y9 %, 2021).
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HEZ Yo} ME D 92 TRATD Wy ie] UE -7 A4 EE A7)
WESZ ) 2% 719 WA $2 S49T (29 114 4] A, W5 within-firm).
HEg o] N ANEL F719] 2% 719 WA oA F)e] HEADL W) ok
719 Ak 2 W Ao Zgath (19 1914 9 B, W4 within firm). WE =

o
Y g5 a3E2 25 WA UGS o, ¥ group-intra), ZEW-AFAIHE S 5, M
oo:] B

2
group-inter), ZF<]-2FAW(FSY B, M4 intra-ind) ZF-AFATHAS y+e, WS
inter-ind) Y EYER T2 = Aok UES A 9 dadEE 25U AU Y C,

Ao AAELE eFgrEe] HAN 71 YoM = UF3ts of
O o4t R FEo] ofr}

8) W WA EUR()E o] &3] MEYA Uot MEYA & T2k & ¥F 17104
group®] Yo AL IFWE 9u|Fta, inters A% A9 intrax 2% ARJUE 9w dit)
of| & E° group-intra® WEH IW-25H-2AUWE 2u|tH, intra indE WEHAS-15F
BRI R=C Rl =

276 71=38414+ 314 25



W3 group intra), L& AFI7HE S D+F, WS group inter), 152 AFIW(9 Y E,
WM intra ind), 71559 AFAZHEPES] SA 9 W inter ind) e EHER FEECL

7 AFasEe FHNA G 29U

I

flet #Zo] SAHE WMFES o8l HESHA S48 2 daadEsc] ¥

Sl mAl= dFE Y] Al v 22 FAARdS FAE

oL

Ape)

yearly_patents(weighted) =
B0 +B1-degree +PB2-closeness +B3-tie_strength +B4-group-inter +B5-group-intra
+B6-inter-ind +@7-intra-ind +B8&-group inter +B9-group intra +B10-inter ind

+B11-intra ind +B12-others +B13-in_ratio +B14-others x in_ratio +I'(ZAWHFE)+e

<E 1-1>3 <E 12> dAdiabsal, A3 At B A vlES Aol Bk 3774
HAFEo ABATE AAGIP o <i& 1-3>dd= HFEQ 7|5 ATFE AA
M A-97d 7]3bel] g o] WAt Al A3 AAE HE W AEC] F(degree)=
S UEYA 219, AR EYA 274 0t) 02 d-051d 717kl By A} 1910]
S HE Ao A= 11.39, A A2 MIEY oA = 953 3 213 A= ot
AT FHATE 949-97A 7|Tbell= AR WA Y ES Aol A o] ko
A-051d )3l 28lE ddiabs At dE b EL A ¥ =tk ddiAbs AL
A2 VIEL A oA g5 dr vt & g} v (Hn ¥ co_inventor®] )

o
MA-97d 717kl Zk2F 63.8%, 6679601 o] 021-051d 713bell = Zh2t 82.7%, 81.9% =

CE 1-1> Ha329 J2a (ddA 2EXA WESRT 02-05H)

| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

2. degree 0.19

3. closeness 0.16 0.27

4. tie_strength 0.16 0.48 0.44

5. clustering_coef 0.03 0.21 0.48 0.46

6. group—inter 0.21 0.16 0.64 0.28 0.28

A= A i ol wHa Sl v g BA 277



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19
7. group—intra 0.01 0.04 0.30 0.12 0.14 0.12
8. inter—ind 0.12 0.21 0.82 0.39 0.43 0.46 0.16
9. intra—ind 0.13 0.23 0.81 0.36 0.40 0.39 0.21 0.46
10. group inter 0.10 —=0.04 —0.01 =0.05 —=0.05 0.40 —0.06 —0.08 —0.11
11. group intra —0.06 —0.05 —0.08 —0.06 —0.04 —0.07 0.36 —0.11 =0.09 0.03
12. inter ind —-0.09 =0.10 —=0.18 =0.12 —0.07 —=0.18 —0.12  0.04 —0.29 0.03 0.05
13. intra ind 0.11 0.10 -0.09 0.11 —0.03 —0.06 —0.08 —=0.14 0.08 —0.01 0.02 0.01
14. others 0.12 0.09 0.03 0.14 0.10 0.18 0.02 0.23-0.21 0.09 0.05 0.15 0.09
15. in_ratio -0.09 -0.12 -0.23 =0.18 —=0.17 —=0.17 —0.06 —0.24 —0.13 0.24 0.17 0.49 0.30 —0.49
16. inventor_entropy 0.15 0.22 0.32 0.24 0.22 023 0.11 0.28 0.23 0.01 -0.02-0.04 0.00 0.09-0.11
17. firm_entropy —0.08 0.01 -0.02 =0.01 —=0.02 -0.12 0.06 —-0.21 0.22 -0.12 0.12-0.31 0.33 =0.65 0.32 —0.02
18. co_inventor -0.42 0.02 0.01 -0.01 0.07 -0.04 0.03 0.01 0.00-0.07 0.02-0.01-0.13 -0.01 —0.08 =0.01 0.03
19. within—firm 0.06 0.17 0.75 0.32 0.36 0.31 0.20 0.40 0.93 -0.11 —0.08 —=0.25 —=0.11 —0.34 —=0.08 0.19 0.24 0.03
20. within firm -0.12 -0.11 -0.13 =0.17 =0.15 —=0.18 =0.03 —=0.25 0.06 0.13 0.11 0.25 0.15-0.83 0.84 —=0.11 0.55-0.04 0.15
F) A 1809 7+ 221 Al @ 22 X7 UERE HSE on|3) Althe] 12wt JEES S
(yearly_patents_weighted) & UEFAT] W49 A <F 1-3>9 F5 FH=x
CH 1-2> HE59 J22A (BUXtsSkt @A EKF 02-054)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19
2. degree 0.19
3. closeness 0.14 0.25
4. tie_strength 0.15 0.48 0.40
5. clustering_coef 0.02 0.20 0.49 0.44
6. group—inter 0.20 0.15 0.62 0.24 0.28
7. group—intra 0.00 0.04 0.28 0.10 0.13 0.10
8. inter—ind 0.13 0.22 090 0.38 0.48 0.52 0.19
9. intra—ind 0.19 0.22 056 0.24 029 0.35 0.13 047
10. group inter 0.00 —0.01 —-0.01 =0.01 =0.01 0.05 0.00 —0.01—0.01
11. group intra —0.02 =0.02 =0.03 —0.02 —0.01 =0.03 0.16 —0.04 —0.03 0.24
12. inter ind —0.02 =0.05 —-0.14 —0.10 —0.10 —0.09 —0.04 —0.13 —0.08 0.21 0.21
13. intra ind 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 -0.01 0.10 0.29 0.25 0.21
14. others 0.02 0.05 0.12 0.09 0.11 0.09 0.04 0.11 0.09 0.02 0.01 -0.74 0.03
15. in_ratio —0.01 -0.05-0.13 —=0.09 —=0.12 —0.08 —0.03 —0.12 —0.08 0.00 0.01 0.84 0.00 —0.87
16. inventor_entropy 0.14 0.21 0.32 0.23 021 0.22 0.11 0.30 0.20 0.00 0.00 —0.03 0.04 0.04 —0.04
17. firm_entropy —0.05 0.05 0.07 0.06 0.04 —0.07 0.09 —0.07 0.16 —0.05 0.06 —0.03 0.10 —0.02 0.01 0.02
18. co_inventor —0.43 0.02 0.01 -0.02 0.07 —0.06 0.03 0.00 —0.08 0.00 0.01 —0.10—-0.02 0.08 —0.10 —0.01 0.07
19. within—firm 0.05 0.16 0.73 0.27 0.35 0.27 0.18 0.50 0.38 -0.01 -0.03-0.11 0.02 0.10 —0.09 0.18 0.31 0.04
20. within firm —0.02 -0.01 0.00 —0.02 -0.01 —=0.02 0.00 —0.03 0.01 0.29 0.87 0.36 0.42 —0.15 0.15 0.00 0.11 —0.02 0.05
F) <E 1-1>9 F+ F=x
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CE 1-3> Ha32 Je3AE

AR Y EH= AAEal Y EY I
94-973 02-053 94-97d 02-05d
Variable Mean Min/Max | Mean Min/Max | Mean Min/Max | Mean  Min/Max
yearly_patents 1.8 0.1/127 17 0.1/172 25 0.1/57 1.9 0.1/172
_weighted
degree 2.7 0/227 9.5 0/1,301 2.1 0/46 11.3 0/1,301
closeness 0.001 0/0.01 0.005 0/0.025 | 0.0002 0/0.001 0.005 0/0.025
tie_strength 1.2 0/34.7 3.7 0/90.6 0.9 0/5.7 4.2 0/90.6
clustering_coef 0.2 0/1 0.3 0/1 0.2 0/1 0.4 0/1
group—inter 0.1 0/68 298 0/5,325 0.01 0/3 359 0/5,325
group—intra 0.03 0/13 55 0/4,096 - - 64 0/4,096
inter—ind 2.2 0/573 1,229 0/9,694 0.9 0/38 2,776 0/13,800
intra—ind 0.02 0/26 911 0/5,326 0.02 0/2 342 0/5,326
group inter 54.3 0/4,178 481 0/10,915 0.2 0/38 43 0/7,332
group intra 16.2 0/4,130 253 0/7,293 - - 9 0/788
inter ind 759  76/5,013 1,939 18/ 57 19/103 1,187 139/
16,589 18,721
intra ind 9.8 0/4,061 534 0/9,744 0.6 0/49 48 0/6,212
others 0.1 0/1 0.4 0/1 0.4 0/1 0.96 0/1
in_ratio 87.5 0.6/100 46.3 2.5/100 62.1 6.7/100 3.5 0.3/100
inventor_
entropy 0.1 0/1.6 0.1 0/1.9 0.1 0/1.1 0.1 0/1.9
firm_entropy 2.1 0/2.6 2.04 0/2.6 1.8 0/2.5 1.9 0/2.6
co_inventor 0.7 0/1 0.8 0/1 0.6 0/1 0.8 0/1
within—firm 50.4 0/707 627 0/4,096 0.9 0/18 665 0/4,096
within firm 3,073 0/4,135 2,950 0/8,951 39.9 0/71 75 0/5,378

<) yearly_patents_weighted: &H A 7}253 5 (179 S35 dist @z} 109] 7|9 =E I/NZ
AAE N2 2wz 4 degree A2 XS closeness:i 85414,  clustering_coef: 73 A5,
co_inventor: 3 W gk A2} o] within-firm: WESAW-7] 9], within firm: WE$ €]
7194, group-inter:(MEYAY) ZFW-AFEZE,  group-intra:(ME ZW)  ZEU -2k,
inter-ind(MEYAW) 259-217) intra-ind(WEYAW) 2E52]-AW, group inter:(U|E$ =.9))
59 247 group intra:(MEYZQ]) 25U AW, inter ind:(MEHZL]) 1579 AFA3H
intra ind:(MIEY=S]) 289 AU, othersiAHAAxF (AthAEa) Aol ofd Wx gu]
in ratiocIEN T W A A2 A RS 2D A% @ ate] vlE, A7k 2kdeo] ojulo]r 2lkde]r}
o WEA| Y Aoz ALGE = Ao R A

MEgast A4 Fas Fol Wiz 8
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A
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doiabEAt el 49 Ud-97d 7Zdell= daaatEo]l A em gk
HEAIWE eSS I AW s aakaEe SA6HA] &9kt o] 713kel=
U ES 9] sbg g ozl vlal] YEH AW s aaEe] 27)7F v 2kt 02:d-051d
717kl MIEAW d5aaEe] 27)7F FEHAA ARG 02d-051d 7] 7kl AT
Ag AR WES Ao ZLEW-2Edzt, Za -, a2zt el -aki v
FE EF WA or EYIWE dE I it itk vbd A UEA A
M= ZFel-Ad S EdES AQstaes BF UESAS] dgadEol ¥ 3l

9Md-97d 7|t AojAbEAk HE A HIES ] 719Ul A2 Ee] HE=
159 AR s R E veo® Za A A YIE A= eSS 159
AR vhg vk e] 4y 2 AR e 7AW A4 Ee] Zth 02d3-051d 717t
o= vE dwadEse] dldem Xt Adiabeat HIEL oA 71Ul A4 Z&¢]
A5 MEZWF dES A2 o ARen ojfelA A d7dA dEs et ddnt
4= others= A A (FhabeAh) o] ofd Hujoluz T Fat gt HEUE vt
glo] A Y e dehabsaf 425, A AAL 2Fo] opd Agate] Bl&& e
o} o] Hl&o] Arhabsat UES Lol A= 94d-97d 713t 35.9%014 02:d-054 7]3F
96.2%% A7 F7FetAth A AR HEA A o] v&E g oz wARt 94d
-97d 9.7%°1 A4 02:d-05 43.0%= okt W< in_ratior A AL (AdAHsAH
W A7E 3 B2 MEAEHEGNE) WollM Al (deiabsah) 591 A Ate]

W& e,

£

V. 2425

L 7leAA4d 43 dEH=

11 2% A4 eAAY 54

Z1EA A MES HxZ 4708 Nelson and Winter (1982)0f] w2 7] A4 & ZA]
NE dwol dojuh= 54 A A A olw 3etol| 7|ukgh AA| e} 4% A A= FHEETh

Breschi et al. (20002 7IeAAS 71&713], AwA, T44, #4719 S ()



olgh= 4714 71 @ o] Fgho 7 AW th(o], 2007). A= A ARt} dy
s A7 AfgE A AR 3 s Ak o] 7lsAAA 54S Breschi et al
(2000)2] 4714 EA Sl A nlustdtt WA F 7149 EdEY A4 ¢ iy 5
AFE2 F 7149 7184 At F9Jo] AAsh= Hog ElsE 4 Ut

8 2> =2 =3 E5 OjHl AdE™ A 2 HU XS XL H| S

g_ 24.08

8_

18.26
w | 14.18
S

‘9_

0 - 3.62

o

1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020
year

ZAg) Wl &Y 534 2001-202014 2] A A& LS A A ¥ 2=
http://ipstat.kipi.or.kr/sta/selectStatisticContentsList.do?statID=20002&type=1&sumYN=N
20009 o] d Az o] A9 AAAAEAAE 2001.

AR 2D Aabsxt 9 EFS kiprisorkrol A dE 2 &< v|FoR HA

<™ 2> UA-20208d F2F Wi=ele] S99 58 T o] AR, AtiAEARe]
5319 v 247 yEkd Aotk 97d A ake] SslEde] da =l E953]9]
24.08%% AA T Aol SeEd HlT2 20009 6.73%= Stelbxtirl 2005\
14.18% = thA] oAtk & -] tie 713k 94d-97d, 02'd-061d 2 A4 =t

7
Airgol A e w44 Hagd =ad 7|3elvhd AR o] =

©
v
o

9) 1997 duixlsA= 3878719 53 E Yot 19984 1981 & JfﬂEtﬂ :L% HAEZ
=A% H3lE At A AT 199749 16216745
o= AA ZYrrF 20029 805271 0.7 3B H T} 2
718 AQsta 53 9ol BA4A A= 22 F

dEgas A4 i ol waa dagsel v g 24 281



A A FE HFL 20059 AH o= 200997 e JhoE A 7Fas o]

habgk A e deEbaL vk AA =l S SollA AviAEarr Ed 55

H)F2 961 13.02%= G-l o] 25 ot IMF z]:&r

82 039%°] 2HT 1 F AAExte =9 As

Q5] g ofF 20119 o2 Wd FEL fA8T AT 96 A
1

S
AEakel 9 ArEel §2 31.20%= 3 & W=l =9 1010 T 33 o)ds s

l-lO
rlo 53
N L
o S =
e
Cﬂ —
> 2
R
L
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Hyo
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AN
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E3] 6734670 & 2 AR 3171 1621671, A0l
e} 3571 387871 0|0tk 20050l = AA] el E3 12218371 &= A At E37)
17,3307, AiAs=+ 5317} 3336710 AT

<H 2> HEYE gEXA 2

HAAR &< AU A-53} 4<%
A= ZAA(73) B R} (B3 A U =} = EAF
) AHE%) A48 () &%) s
1994 21,244 2162 10.2% (9.63%) 370 1.7% (2.65%)
1995 29,260 5,439 18.6% (17.38%) 1,444 4.9% (8.72%)
1996 35,576 6,276 17.6% (18.26%) 1,984 5.6% (13.02%)
1997 40,760 8,040 19.7% (24.08%) 1,500 3.7% (5.76%)
2002 71,382 7514 10.5% (10.52%) | 2,143 3.0% (5.26%)
2003 75,346 8,123 10.8% (11.77%) | 2,178 2.9% (4.37%)
2004 83,532 10,214 12.2% (13.79%) | 2,323 2.8% (3.81%)
2005 96,853 12,092 12.5% (14.18%) | 2,402 25% (2.73%)
<E 2>E W=el what 4= 2 “42}9} A AsA; 2% Wy =5 Ardz YEl
W Aot 973 E9% ESo] W AR SAE W=l 2zl == 40,760 0] 2 o
AR AR gy W= 1979%9) 80407, EAEAF A% WP 379%91 15007 o]
[e3]



o] g Hal= Aol 7|EAAA EXE (7]%7)3], FAA,
6%7}%/\3, 'E‘T_O]'/\é)% E‘f’%—fﬂi} 7]%7]ﬁ—1‘—_j 5_31] O] 0-11:1].]/]_ o] H]-/xg o]—L‘7]--—4 1/]_H_L:H]_‘

Aog 4o 53 & TR AW E 5 UtkBreschi et al, 2000; o], 2007).

E D ZlsAH 59 71=715
Az71d AA WSS ST
A= =9 A= s7He | =9 A s7HE | =9 A <7He
1994 17,398 45.48% 6,720 24.33% 2,019 116.86%
1995 46,809 169.05% 19,748 193.87% 16,393 711.94%
1996 52,306 11.74% 19,616 —0.67% 19,684 20.08%
1997 49,604 —5.17% 23,515 19.88% 9,907 —49.67%
1998 32,237 —35.01% 16,046 —31.76% 1,452 —85.34%
1999 31,810 —1.32% 10,696 —33.34% 3,451 137.67%
2000 34,501 8.46% 10,049 —6.05% 5,192 50.45%
2001 38,863 12.64% 13,096 30.32% 5,274 1.58%
2002 42,973 10.58% 16,278 24.30% 4,734 —10.24%
2003 54,077 25.84% 21,805 33.95% 4,897 3.44%
2004 66,542 23.05% 29,328 34.50% 4,831 —-1.35%
2005 76,539 15.02% 34,339 17.09% 4,378 —9.38%

A
=5
wW
\V
rlo
fo

N

N
~N
hincd

4719010 AR ARAFA} 248 A
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A%0 F7h&e Aeld Aolthld SAiele 58 Zddo] 9 20194014 954
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) STl ALl bl B el ok ARaA FEA SR gARle] Bk
Wojo} shi= el Wt

11) 71949} 252314 %TeriE“ A Al ANl whel Wy 2 A o 71kt
FFAREFE stk @8 daEEAGE T AAE 20179 R Al 102 B E T
oju} 2 Ao it 7|zbe] 88 AP EFE Al 63 MG A 82} A olth LI EBFE
AR FAARE 7o s e A ZIddlolE o]~ s VI]lel Fols=
o] Mtk & Are] did Z1zbell AR LGAAE, WAk A A7) 53 2 W
FA719853717] AZEA(D3230)0] HekAtht LG EZ(SKAEER), SKstolH 2 53t 22
HEA o] LEEMALH R FARMEA] A2 o2 v k. dhAbeabs 7lokah, t9-At,
2t sol F3ll s AR A A EARS A A 2= H (D3410) o2 E75 0] AT & A=
T 7190l A8H AL Q= A E77F obd A 7Rkl H8Hd &% S ol8ste] A
Z1EAANE 54& ALdsta

dEgas A4 i ol WA S04 v dg ¥4 283
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NCITED;= 53 i7} Q183 53 &

ot FEHz} AL Ay =X
A 21.3% 354 0 100 135,181
self_citation_ ey o

i P 25.6% 346 0 100 53,902
P 1% 12 0 100 11013
A 26.1% 36.9 0 100 91,108

ot HF 2= o3 AF
self_citation_ |~ '957%57 27.0% 65 0 100 35418

forward $-3k7)7]
P 33.1% 104 0 100 6A12
A 0.140 0224 0 0.857 135,180

- e
originality P 0.146 0226 0 0.857 53,989
A 0.102 0201 0 0,800 11013

) & el (backward citation)> llE 537F A7) 714 €]
A 535 g5t AS woly, Al & (forward citation) 31d 535 AH7]
714e] 8 53817} 9188k S wEth A7|91-84] BlTo] U Yed7IMd BT
A A O =ot Af7bsAde] AsAtdedA o Ava & = vk 534
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CE 6> AxE UPEA ot HEHI LR (941 -97H)
A gEx
AL EAs [ UESS FEA [ () EGERY (] &)
1994 21,244 20,139 94.8% 1,105 5.2%
1995 29,260 27,845 95.2% 1,415 4.8%
1996 35,576 31,866 89.6% 3,710 10.4%
1997 40,760 36,780 90.2% 3,980 9.8%
ARAA &% T34
A= AE [ UESS FEA [ () ES A EA) (&)
1994 2,162 1,720 79.6% 442 20.4%
1995 5,439 4,616 84.9% 823 15.1%
1996 6,276 4,224 67.3% 2,052 32.7%
1997 8,040 5,814 72.3% 2,226 27.7%
AhAER &4 dER
A= EAE | WEAT REA [ () EECERS (&)
1994 370 354 95.7% 16 4.3%
1995 1,444 1,422 98.5% 22 1.5%
1996 1,984 1,944 98.0% 40 2.0%
1997 1,500 1,466 97.7% 34 2.3%
B 7> dxd UER 20 ESQS YHX (2002 -2005H)
AA g
A= A [ VEYA REAQ | (E) | MEYS EA4 (] &)
2002 71,382 59,841 83.8% 11,5641 16.2%
2003 75,346 64,932 86.2% 10,414 13.8%
2004 83,532 69,041 82.7% 14,491 17.3%
2005 96,853 78,296 80.8% 18,557 19.2%
ARAA &% A
A% A | vEYI REH | (HE) | MEYT EA (&)
2002 7,514 4,547 60.5% 2,967 39.5%
2003 8,123 5,046 62.1% 3,077 37.9%
2004 10,214 6,213 60.8% 4,001 39.2%
2005 12,092 6,782 56.1% 5,310 43.9%
A2t A% WAt
Ax Py | MEAD FEA [ (E) | MEADL EA4 (] &)
2002 2,143 1,962 91.6% 181 8.4%
2003 2,178 2,011 92.3% 167 7.7%
2004 2,323 2,144 92.3% 179 7.7%
2005 2,402 2,198 91.5% 204 8.5%
2000 ol 5o A dsolAfe] dlo] SrrshiM B vEL A &8 e

Wy 7k AR e

A AR (AAE2E) A5
A AR YEYJIANA HE
2%

FEEA 80.8%7FA] "ol T

4

WA L gt 9 sk

Hl&0] 944 83.7%°l4 20054



103%2 SobAth. ool AAEA dENIE AFRon B gl 9d
655%% & Holr) UES 27} AX WA 200513 UIESZL v A i 196471
S8 A HIELA(22,78678) 2] 86.2% oItk HIEY A7E AX dloll= A3 A=}
dES) e AAEA dESZ) BAEs AR ddse 597 dENIS T4

Al © = Uk

CH 8> HERT W AEEX (BUHASA) 25/252 LEX}

A 7R dgAL HES I AAEA EPA HES=Z
A 71l 719¢ | 719d H& oA 719l 7149 ¢ Z19d H&
- (A) (B) [A/(A+B)] - (A) (B) [A/(A+B)]
1994 1,114 217 83.7% 1994 55 29 65.5%
1995 3,055 532 85.2% 1995 61 62 49.6%
1996 3,279 590 84.8% 1996 80 48 62.5%
1997 4,193 1,594 72.5% 1997 72 41 63.7%
NARAA Agz Y ES = AtA-EA EEA Y EH=
A 719 7199 | 719W Bl& o 719 719 < 719 Bl&
- (A) (B) [A/(A+B)] - (A) (B) [A/(A+B)]
2002 5,332 4,990 51.7% 2002 290 7,907 3.5%
2003 5,943 8,057 42.5% 2003 327 10,843 2.9%
2004 7,516 10,536 11.6% 2004 116 14,703 2.8%
2005 9,193 13,593 40.3% 2005 459 19,188 2.3%
< 9 YR (HEUASAH UHA HERT #EH T
A AR A A-53
At ESL T Yzt HES T
=9 z 3 ikl =z 3 04
1 AFA A A} 3= 2] B A} 11,459 3 ) 2= 252 3] AL 244
2 AL AAEA AT 1,194 A A2 3] A 32
1994 3 St 9} 8k = - 161 AL E 28
~ 4 A= 118 slo] Yy 2~k A 14
1997 5 A A o] 110 A 13
6 H oAU = 2] ok A 110 2] o] 2~ 78] 2~ 2= 2] 5] A} 11
7 & A m] 2= 2] S| A} 79 i el 11
1 AHA Z AF = A B AL 27,319 g 2= 2] 3] AL 14,904
p) ST AR EA AT Y 5,413 S A A AT 5,373
2002 3 A A A =p 2] 3] A} 3,152 A A A =p 2] 3] A 3,211
- 4 AbAJ o] AT o} o] 2,086 2+ A3 of] A~ o}o] 2,083
2005 5 A A ] A~ Z 7)) o] A 3] A} 1,554 A A ) ~Z 7| o] A 3] A} 1,554
6 ol =] 3} 8+ 1,356 o) A} % 2} A 3| A} 1,410
7 2Hd 7 7] 52 3] AL 1,337 A %] 5} 5} 1,356

~
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<7 6> A AA BEAS] S i 20023 VEAZES wolET A v
A= A == 486%1%1 6,751707F S8l ok <1® 5>9F <719 6>9] Hd vE
92 Bd sy el 20024 A AR BHAEe] S8 UEa 64, A

AFA W AEe] S8 ES IS 5671, T /19 W AEe] FA 43 vEgas
4697001e). 949 AR W AFEe] &8 VEALE UL, AdAER BEAEol
S dEQZLE 1), F 719 S9aEe] BAd £3 yENLE 449

2. ALY 25

5 o Arg ot ek ol e & Sk vlES A
o B dwAE ddse] s Bt dadshs o v (HI-D). 24,
E BAER TPbees 2l gAdAr 8§ v
(HI-2). YIEAZ W HSo] Miviet 55 Al a7t vt (H2). A, eSS i 2
o] AEAMZ AF dZHo ol SE T2 28y TS SEY (H3). A,
VIEAS W At (deiabeah) & 2

& RS ) go] Fobd g A (A
AEAD A wgAel o8] % wWA 3F FA4 Ao} FolEr) (HA),

<E 10> HESRIA Sd=0 &t 7td 48 23

Hl-1 H1-2 H2 H3 H4
A AR B v ES A 2 X 7]z} 2 e 712} e
AoiAtsA A MEHA 2 717+ A e rakas e

033-06d F 7|3 7+ Hol= WHEEQ g3 71E =X weEl npE S AJALSH

Ao g 9399t} closenessy
g T Ao deby B2 7 Al e SAA e vAY tE v
I} 7h7ko] Ak Aol 9—5] Aoz zggv). A4 Ar(tie_strength)+=
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2 = omlgit} <3 12>¢] dhiAbsAt dEat Y ES A9
2 FAANAE o5 HESA M55 Foet A W3k vHs=siith
B 2= (others) 9] A7} 7k S35 71+
A7 A AR A WA Fo HE
(in_ratio)o] " X& &¥= F93F &(-)o =2, 135 283 (othersxin_ratio)2] 74~
Frolak (v oz FAHEJ otherse] Al 7] (-0.47+0.011xin_ratio) 2 in_ratio®]
=710 met gepdch S vE Al A A AR &% Al o] H]&(in_ratio) ©]
75, AR Aol opd WAL HAl A= Fopxitt (A A A% i fet
AL o] 9] A gt 7 SAIA I AXPE ol EHh. <3 12>°A4 ddiAbsAt HE
A3 FRFEAf Ado] ohd WMHAES JHEES]7E0.374 v Wokon wsA-g-gk
(othersxin_ratio)®] Ale Fost ()2 FHHIJY otherse] Al Z7|&
(0.37-0.012xin_ratio) = 5% ¥ AN A AAER A% Dz} 529 v
(in_ratio)°] &5 AthA}sx W g ze] Yl dhe ol (doiAks At

]
ad ARAS AUAER o)s) 2% WA 7 HAYH A FolET.

=
o XA wHAtEel Hlg

-W ol

2 XL
N
£
im
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Jpx
(o]
2

CE 11> oG YEA HE/AIO thet =l =2 22t

95973 03-0513
Coef. t Piti Coef. t Piti

degree 0.0502 5.27 0.000 0.0133 6.73 0.000
closeness 114.36 2.25 0.025 —38.977 —2.84 0.005
tie_strength —0.0062 -0.14 0.886 0.0159 2.27 0.023
clustering_coef —0.2922 —2.36 0.018 —0.4107 -8.19 0.000
group—inter 0.0349 0.88 0.378 0.0005 6.23 0.000
group—intra —0.0340 —1.24 0.216 0.0000 1.10 0.271
inter—ind —0.0046 —1.88 0.061 0.0001 3.31 0.001
intra—ind 0.0517 1.57 0.116 0.0003 6.54 0.000
group inter —0.0001 =0.77 0.442 0.0002 9.57 0.000
group intra —0.0002 —1.45 0.146 —0.0000 -1.07 0.283
inter ind —0.0003 -1.73 0.083 —0.00005 —4.43 0.000
intra ind —0.0003 —-1.73 0.084 0.0002 8.57 0.000
others —1.8724 —3.84 0.000 —0.4695 —-3.41 0.001
in_ratio —-0.0017 —-1.23 0.218 —0.0060 —6.60 0.000
othersXin_ratio 0.0107 4.38 0.000 0.0107 2.53 0.011
inventor_entropy 0.9162 4.12 0.000 0.8216 12.10 0.000
firm_entropy —0.0538 -0.79 0.432 —0.3600 -12.38 0.000
co_inventor —2.8091 —45.27 0.000 —3.1812 —54.46 0.000
within—firm —0.0002 -0.73 0.467 —0.0002 —4.17 0.000
within firm —0.0005 -5.17 0.000 —0.0000 —1.53 0.126

R—sq. 0.2621 0.2669
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<E 12> SAXSA EA HEQIA o 3= 21

o
95-973 03-054
Coef. t Piti Coef. t Piti

degree 0.1471 3.01 0.003 0.0133 6.73 0.000
closeness 988.529 0.41 0.680 —37.280 —2.48 0.013
tie_strength —0.1603 —0.45 0.653 0.0199 2.80 0.005
clustering_coef —0.7742 —0.90 0.371 —-0.5325 —-8.70 0.000
group—inter 0.8937 2.28 0.024 0.0006 7.74 0.000
group—intra —0.0000 -1.18 0.240
inter—ind —0.0305 —1.02 0.311 0.00003 1.82 0.068
intra—ind 1.0379 0.54 0.587 0.0004 10.19 0.000
group inter 0.0725 2.20 0.029 0.0000 0.45 0.651
group intra 0.0006 2.16 0.030
inter ind 0.0407 2.11 0.036 —0.0000 —1.06 0.291
intra ind 0.0286 0.88 0.380 0.0002 3.19 0.001
others 0.8045 0.23 0.821 0.3704 3.54 0.000
in_ratio —0.0146 —1.64 0.102 —0.0013 -0.71 0.476
othersXin_ratio —0.0125 —0.59 0.554 -0.0119 —-3.99 0.000
inventor_entropy —0.4961 —0.29 0.771 0.8698 11.34 0.000
frim_entropy —1.0773 —2.73 0.007 —0.1977 —8.31 0.000
co_inventor —4.5866 —6.33 0.000 —3.6580 —47.20 0.000
within—firm 0.0103 0.20 0.838 0.0001 1.80 0.072
within firm 0.0618 1.06 0.291 —0.0002 —2.95 0.003

R—sq. 0.3324 0.2596

S5 309 29,741

F) <E 11>3 <F 12>004 Ak on| B e AHaAd Askat

22. AA AFaFHEC] JALH vAE= 94F

B d-97doll = At HEAAINY duiabeAt S A YES Ao 25l AP
SRS

(group—inter), MEY A2 4F7F &3 inter ind) 5 IF&¥7F Ve, A4
A3 W2 B UESIAER o]FofHE A AR HESAGAE A A&
A g a st JeREA] ekl 95197 ol A AR; A F Y EL] Ao A 17

Al (intra-ind)7F 15% FolA @A o2 #Fodk J(+)9 a3E dedlls ¥
inter-ind, inter ind, intra ind®] FAHAF7F EF 10% FFoA ()02 FAHE
AW E Aleletar APl A4 &9 Eﬂr” T A o)t 95 d-97d o i
pAR } 2t Y EY A E YEY AW 15 U-2 7Hgroup-inter), Y EY A9 1%
U A4 2Hgroup inter) 2 1E9] Ak 7Kinter ind)2] A5}t 5% ol A F-2]3 ()9
How FAHA

WEN s A4 sHEEst Fol WA AT WA= g A 203



B 13 mgaiEel #ad ® Aol 48 21

NREHE | AR 2ol AFEAE | AOABA ol

group —inter#s#x* 0.00046 group intra 0.00061

intra—inds#** 0.00032 * group —intersss 0.00059

intra ind=#:x 0.00022 + EE T intra—inds#s 0.00042 *

group inters s 0.00018 3k intra ind#s** 0.00017 ook Hokok
inter —inds#s 0.00008 | s wrx | Inter—ind* 0.00003 % ok
group—intra 0.00004 koK group inter 0.00001 Hokok
group intra —0.00001 kK inter ind —0.00001 Hok
inter indss#* —0.00005 | #¥x *% group—intra —0.00004

F) e ex w3 Z47E 196, 5%, 10%, 15% Faol A BAH o folshe Uehith

03-051d 7|3tel] thetel= <3F 13>l daEdEs 7] co= Ayt 4|9

TE BAISER oW, T adE 7ol Aol HA O ARE folko|
et HEE el Zfo] HA A A A2 ntE 9 W vlugk Aijo|m,
oA A2 2 9 st Blagk Aol A A B A YEAdE HE
3 e EFstar 25 W A7 &3 group-inters+*, group interxxx)<} A+ &3}
(intra-ind*#+, intra ind*+)7} o]k A (+)e] 32 FA Ao, YES AW 47
E 7 inter-indwes) = 218 A(+) o] EHE FEHTE Ahbsat DAt YESL M=
YEH T 2FW-AFdl(group intrax+) 358 3EF9] a37F 714 Fioh Aoz
FHY daEde AGUEFHZE Ao 2R EKREY A5l (intra-indsx*, intra
ind#** > inter-ind*, inter ind) AF3A A= FAA 559 MEHT YA A=

Ade & 7 dnh 2FW AR EHE AR 34 deaaE 4 SshAR,

AN AEA YEY AL 29 e A9 25 2 A4 E(group intraxs) ZHE 2
Ao ZRE A Ao

M3 AEste] A4 EE v 144
1}

.
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<H 14> XA ot 020 25 7t 48 a2
A A A R-5-3}
CETLEE NEEE! FEEL] SEEE!
5-1 2 e inter—ind>inter ind##* 2| inter—ind>inter ind#*
s 5-2 3 A A intra—ind>intra ind + ) = intra—ind>intra inds#ss*
5-3 2| = group—inter>group interskss )| e group—inter>group intersss
5—4 712} group—intra>group intra 712} group—intra<group intra#s
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