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B OB BT FEG AL FARFIFRG, SLTRIS, AR LARER
SFINAT Fr IR B TR, TR B AT I8 69 Rkt 4 iR B R B R4 T Sr iR 6 BN A A b S R
AR AR, ABAR B 0GR B W a, F B E AT AL R RIBRAT T KRR AT A
tE R R AR FEAT A — AL B2 B S iR AR SR R SRR LA Ak 3R
F 127 0 48 AR, SR IRBNMEARILAS I A B S 3R 5 I3 Jm 22 09 A48 AR M, M SR
B PR AP AR AR AR B S iR K ARG K B AT RAL, IR B e R B A AR 44 RE 4% 2K K Jm i ) ER
W 4409 S NPEBR I T B, 5 Z AR R, 4 b 2 R B AAE W 44 P 8 5k R TR N 334K T SRR AT
Fo iR AR AE R

KT SR IR S RN S W 2% R RO SRR R
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Al IR A A A A B NS 2 — SR IR B Al 30 BT 51, IR BN AR Al 8] (2
T RS SYE AR TN 5L T R B w) R R IR RS s R 2 20 R RIR
FGF30 B R RS > (knowledge spillover ) o 24 HITR S H & Ak = 3 H A S8 7] #hH5
PEAT 3 5 04 BB A T B, AT AR kiR B #5 (knowledge disclosure ) (AwateF1Makhija, 2022 ;
Yang,2010 ) HITR P F8 5 DL A M Jof R R SRR SRR R A T ER S R
MBI

CAT MR FE BT T AL A R #2247 R CRIAESR AR £ H1, 2022 4% B AT L, 2022) .
KT, ZH PRI R SR s G2 5 T Ak P #2174 (RotoloZs, 2022 ) , AL 45 SR HL
IR H I B AMAE RS R (ZuckerdE, 2002 ) S, HE AR 2 FZERFE 42 (Almeida®F ,2011)
S IEA, FR B B T 2 A A iR RE 1 Z A HARE T, L Anini gmdsene ) R EE R

45 H ER: 2023-04-26

YEZ BT 7 E A (1996—) , %, M9 3T 4l K 5 A= i B HF 50 P o0 B B4R
I %(1966—), B, T RFEREEH RIS FHIZGRRAYEH, hma@nsd.pku.edu.cn).,
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RE 1 ATREE A RE T AU R B8 1 % (Simeth T Lhuillery , 2015) o K LUK, “# F A FAE#E
SR A TP 7 A R S, LA S Al an el SR EBO o 5 W LAZE 2 R i sl B 1k e R 5 o
AR, Bl A <G BT 45 85 1 AT I AT , 3B 88 FR A I b 15 LI 8, IR A 2%
FAR TP AENF 8 (the paradox of openness ) (WadhwaZs:,2017) , Bl AIR 61 1 75 Z T
T, B3 P T M Al B R T O B M WS il ol B U A S B SR Al R
AR st P A7 e PR M B OIS (Alexy ¥, 2013 ; Henkel , 2006 )ESE , KOV 85 1775 i1 L 4%
1, A 5 ZE AR IR R -5 TR O TR USSP, 7EA5 e e o N A i O =X AR, 6T
P58 5 HR AR, R Al DL & R 20 S0 i L A A 8 i SR s I R B 48 5 5 4 o
W (A SCER A H, 2022)  ATHSR AT 273 DG T o VA8 T R R 28 B A i o SR LA BT 1 iR
1% (Teece, 1986,2006) , {H H T H AT 20200 B 55 AH DG AR LR T, PR Ai Ml AT A7 7E AR ISP
PEEE BB, IR AEAF I AR R 15 58 CREESR AL £ 1, 20225 43 L I AL, 2022),

FIRA 5 DR R BN BT 3 P RRE A AT BEXT Al B IR B 8247 o0 7= A s i IS 2
SE DAY S ) B i ) s bk A R B A R A SRR AT (Berman®E , 2002 ) B 1] BB AY 38
X FARATT B B o R4 98 B AR R AP HITR IR sl i) £ T 5200 (Khanna%%: , 2018 ), {H I
KA AR ARG — PR AN R B 8% 7T g A= s e O VR o — i, 4
b A B Ak H g A VR SR R AE 2R 0 B 2 8 (Grant, 1996) , & R A 1 (Kogut Al
Zander, 1992 ) IR s MR IREL (Singh fllAgrawal , 2011 ) At 8 23K — L 50K A 2 &
PTG HITRZE TAERY LU B i 44 <R 52 T (knowledge workers{ KW ) (Wright5%,2018),
AT DG ZR A N B SRR RS2 e 25 b R R PR B4 7oA o PRI, 7 Al I E 4 588 1Y) 5 i)
PRI 5 T, R L R AR IR 5 R e I N BT 2 AR ik A 57 505 B b A 4R L AT AR
R R 123 [ R

BEXF LA RS BRANAS ., A ST 1124 AT 1) s A R Al IR RRE SR Pk 2 — R i A
Anar s Al (R R R AT R 23K — A ML SR A ar 52 2 AH R C 2R BT A A I8 1 23R AT e E e
Bl 22 254711985 22 19994 iy _L i il S & ) 2 BRAE SR SEUEREAS , 43 B 4l R R B #5478 o
WF5T % BRI PR Bl A MR i AP R , Al XA S I ) 48 0 i B b v o TR B, il P38
LR RN Z T X R GEA oAb LR 5 IUAR R, 853 B il 2 T OC R A ) 2555
M AR AT A5 SRR I 4 A PR CRAPVE T AT LABR i S0 ER Al % 5 BEASAT , iR 9K 5
AV P FIRBEEEAT R o 540, FRATTRHRA 30T T L RIER IS & B DL R A Il 156 B 2%
WL T AR 2RI ZR BEAK A AT B 8 A2

=, X#k&RiR

(— ) FIiR B 2 sl

Pl & shALE HIR B BRI 5T H A A 0 LU A 28 Rotolo %5 (2022 ) | Simeth flLhuillery (2015)
SERHOCHITSE , FRATT AT LLKE Al A T bk 5% sl AL 20y LA DU FPSE Y . (1) S84 ShbL, HI 5 T
DA Ry i o7 Xo) 5 4 P9 R G 326 436, L 3 2ot 0 62 05 S X A4 AR A G W (Polidoro I
Theeke,2012;PolidorofToh,2011), 3R BB 48 4 #5 LS B4R 5 40 (Bar-Gill#l
Parchomovsky,2003 ) ; (2)&VEMESIAL, i B FHR I #E T S S VETERY , Lb i A S E 8T
FE R, HE SR T AL SR R (Alexy 55 ,2013) 5 (3) A EPESHHIL, AT B
& T LAAE S Al uE B4 R S dF v e R IR, DA B i IR 55 o A B 52 A B B
(Almeidad,2011) ; (4)2= > PESIAIL, FIRBE R 7T T4l 3% B A0 iR, DU AR Y
WEE 2 > FIWE L (Yang a5, 2010 ) o b KRB 88 sh LAY SS B0 43 TN Z AN 1R .
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, I . . e 1 e PolidorofliTheeke,2012;
i) I\% . 4 \\ ’ ’
L BB AR e | FoeoroRiTheke 2

BOR 1, B i i R R LUE B AR Y | Bar-Gill FlParchomovsky , 2003
BEBIEES  FHREEKLE Alexy%s,2013; KogutFlZander, 1996
PG, TS SR B EAME AR AT Alexy%%,2013; JeppesenfllLakhani, 2010

8 N . Polidoro, 2013 ; Rotolo%s,2022;
. jf:‘é _\_L; ! 13‘—: I] P g 3 ) ’ - 9 ’ ’
FARSeHE 2 ST, WG | 4e i AA SimethfiLhuillery ,2015

Bhaskarabhatla#Pennings,2014;
Rotolo%:,2022

" . . PolidorofliTheeke,2012;
O R LN T [ i 57175 ’ 5
IR SO, W et | oo fThe

ISR IR R, X b 5 T SRR | Yang%,2010
I VESIRL | ARG A EA AR, 2% 3 AR FIH | Anderson il Tushman, 1990;
PARES YangfliSteensma, 2014

JAE A FT RE 38 A R B B AT a0 B A Ak AE 25T IR AR 2 R R B B 3 T
BN AT RE , 350225 Al i ATt e VS 0 UM, AR AR Aol A 20T E BRI 4 685 1)
(RIS, 25 FEO0T B 8 TR I R4

()R A R 24

A AR R R St 2 MR AR S A (U rg A, 2020) , 70 B TR ZE R AR MR M 25
IR ANE , DL B3 T AE & N8 i 5C 22 4544 (Inkpen Al Tsang , 2005 )

IR T SRR, 28D A XA AHR B Z A R4 (1) DU ZEZR A1 A
HIR R4 (Yayavaram fllAhuja, 2008 ), — LA AN HITRIC R B2 G VR R Al 1B 7 =X
(2) VA ZUR 51 R 749 o500 R BN I 4%, — e LABIF 5T N B B 36 [T e AR O R Al ) B e =X
(Fleming%,2007 ) o iX PRI [ 28 T A2 58 2R G 10, MR EERAEM S A P S0 A JE AN )
(Wang5,2014)  FRATEREHIBRIE | [FIFE I 0 25 25 R4 R AEAEAS [R] (9 D 28 2 A8 v AT XAl 1)
R 77 A AN RS2 o AT ARE G 02 R AE AR 22 o0 (& R SCR VZHZL 0 T 4
A6, MR FNTR I 28 1 2200 81 B 28 08 o AN (A JR0TE I 28 ] e [ A e 52 8 T ) — 14
sl , 31 M 55 AN [lEL 2 AR A ] B 2 2R ARS8 T 2 2RI W 2% iy S Rl A e kA T T
ZEL I BT T X Al R B B A T sz e, AT AE T SCh A A

=. BitHREMRREL

(— )L ARG 5 R Bl

LRI A S EE IR A S R (Yang?F , 20105 43 LB AL, 2022) 5, LA
AR BB A IR 8 o HAK, L AR i BE I ARS8 I 10, 3 40 o T nl e o < B 1) TR 26
Besst 1) o M S B i o e A, Al b 55 L FIAR A R iR B2 HAT AR e 9 [ e AR A, LT
DA A5 SR R SR VE T, S A5 Bk S 0 & R A 3 ARG £ RO 55 e L TR
BRI ATT ZATH) L AR EAR S AL S T F & 00fE 8, il LAs LA LA
TR AL % BISE (Henkel , 2006) o 1X 88 A 28 JLF-58 42 HIIE# AATIRGE AR 5 O A
A PRI 8 7 S ORI ) o DXl o o 52 b, BRIV ] — Al B R [l — Al ) e Al i
L HSUAS N2 B R B DL R PR R R BE AR 2 AR IEE o L BT R BT, LA s A AT
PR DIRE , LR (N SR PR S A A S LA S B A5 SRy il F) S

SeAHESHL

EAETESIHL

h:i3
i3

TSI | BT & WS R ZEWTE R
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TR T HAEAS 0] AT SE T 0, FRATTAE T SCHEARTHE 2 ) il % R0 R B i i) 2 2 R
PR, B A XD AN [R] 2 185G R BEA R T/ A T REA AT

(OHEPUR A : NSNS

AN, ST B B 7E— i 2 s AR #1745 4544 T (Gulati, 1998 ) o —
A HTREEZE A B AR 46 v, SR (R 56 2R 5 1 2 I B 2R (R A B FH 5 M AR 114
I (MilgromFIRoberts, 1995 ) , AL HE T HITR AR R 54555011 (Savino%F, 2017 ) JHIHERA
PEIE R — AR AR W A (O T A TR 2, ol A B R A8 sl th 7 2 oA
PR 2R AR AR R TR AR (Ulrich, 1995) o WA A RO S K7, T L4 oh PN i A
FAIRERANE o MR R APEFS A RN TR ] (4 AH ELARASE , A0 AU £l Y BB AR S A
M AR RENR A AE EARH o FRATTIA R, A ELAT B S A B AR, Al L T R R
FES T, F A LU R PSR

1. EBIR A IR Kl 5 i 2

TR R AR 5 Al R R R 268 A 56, XAz 18 T B 8 ELAT PR FH o AR SN
EHR AL T A OURA B R B2 0, MR E Z R BMIAN AR EE R S0
F AR AT BEX A T LA 2 B R G R A BRI AN (Ulrich, 1995 ) o BIMEZAE Ny
HIUITA & RO A A B #1076 1T BE AN TE 28 AP AR 38 () TR 06 2R Y B S 1 I
(EthirajflLevinthal 2004 ) , 3% #4325 A 5GP RO P (causal ambiguity ) 1Y RFFE H1 755
T FE R R o TN TR g 6 RO I AN T 7 S X LA 5 A A A R e AP
PURAL R 2 LN EROC R  WARMESE SR AR I i AR A T R 1 2 fff A (L ik it — 25
RAAR 1 A6 O ALl R R AR B0 A b, X LA B8 oA B AR P R A o

AR RN TR B SR 0 8 2o PRI TE 22 A R AL S L2, R A B R A T o B TIARN
FGE 5 PR B — Aol S A S AR XK BT A W] RE A9 R 4H G 4% % 18 (Ethiraj FllLevinthal ,
2004 ) , AN TREL 2 8] () RH B OC ZR ) T 3k AT 55 B UE B AR RV ML e 12 405
SRR R R P S LR E 5 A R X T AR Al SR AN TS R A AR,
b 5 A o A A 2H A 5256 (Fleming fllSorenson , 2004 ) , 74 GE 4% 2 HAM B fe AL HY 52 B
J7 3 AR, HITRR N AR A BE 2 A Y = 38 1 (Gulati, 1998 ), 33X AT RERE A X T
ISR R B, 5 B SUE AL AT BE 1 AR (Wang®, 2014 ; Yayavaram fll Ahuja,
2008 ) . T ff PARA ) 7k 2 — R A TN IR i, T R N B AR B R T AR A B 6 S sk
AR, BNl FAE S B0 A9 7 (Andersonfll Tushman, 1990 ) .25 |, B AT TIA b 44>
b TR AT B 4 P i AR, AR R AR S T

HI1:FERIESAE T FR A N AN B AR sE ek i Fni R B 8 A 70

2. AN A R B i A b i

BR T PR APES N AT R B R0 A 5 i i A REPE , BRSNS A (Rosenkopf
FINerkar,2001 ) o /M A SRR RO TR AES Tl B AR AT 26 Hh (g i A RRIE | 3¢t B IR
Sl RIS R AT R o L3R TR LR ARG T AL , AR T ARSI e AP 17
TR YRSEAE ] o — T, oAt Al 25 AR AR 5 40 Al AH [ 14 25 1 i AT SR AL, A28
Sz TS AT R ER | R H rh i R 2 U R G R o INTX S N AN OC R AR AT g
SR TAZ AR, XA AEHAB AR M 52 T RS 5 1Y) B 2256 5 9% 7 (DyerM1Singh, 1998 ) o 7 —J7
T8, NP DA BRI (LA, PR 1 S Mo AT (%) 5 A S A L, P R A AU i 1
(Hillman&§,2009 ) A% Uil A AT e T W44 sk B A% 4R HCEE 22 1) W] A AT AR X 42 i 7 A
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R 2 AL (Alexy%¥, 2013 ; KogutfllZander, 1996 ) . IL b, AN AP HITR BT AL 5 AN 45 &
i), S5 R BE EE T o Th R s A A VR R R A B AR S I R SRR T T, AR
HAPE IR AT RE A5 2 Al 0 =5 B9 2 WL 25 (Khanna%, 2018 ) R4 H AN A1 AT RE (Y
I A EE TR AT IR RZS | i AT NHEIR 26 P () R el 2 AR5 o D (1 B
P AR T T A SN EREITEAEA Tall A A 435t | R 00 2 P AN I T 5 Jn 42 23 B AR 5 2R
AT R IR APETIER RRISHE AL R A5 1 B EE O, IR Sk i B R 174

H2 :FE[FSE AT RSN ATEA B TIE Al i iR 28178

()RR A NZ S HLZ

PRI 2R [0 (AR D Eic A B SEEERA 1 H R BHN B 3 R BAT (Rl ) T Al ik
W 5 A, X SRR AL A L B S G Bl T DA SR A & BN Al 2 T 8 O 2R AR L
TR AT B PN RN 46 K 28 R 2, iR 3 & B ) & BT 25, SN AP
ST AT M 1R DR 286 K DRI 28 TR 2y, WU B 22 ply SR BT A 3 4l B RN AE 2 7] )2 1T A 5K
W R SR T R AE o 1717 6 R AR (relational capital ) (Kale®F, 2000 ) , fE M REAELE T & FI RIS A
JE I, [FIBEAAAE TR R A 2 At S AR 2 — AR TSR sl Bl 5
##51 (Nahapietf1Ghoshal , 1998 ) , 2 SEEIAS A FII L AR H bR 1) 8 2288 I8 (BRI DS, 2010) %
R A AL BE XS T A NS A ) Z S FE 2L, A B AT AR e 55 (NahapietFl
Ghoshal, 1998) .2 FRFRAI I H I T HARAAE B 81 5C R GEARRHE , i A TS Al
PP SC R B IRATAE o ELAARTTF, FoAT PR A ARl A 23 18 4307 5 3R BEAS A 18 1 L

L AN NJZ T R GEA IR 5300

MR GATE T A N A NRIE R & B 2T, FATAH B A A TR T4l
R AR EVE o A WA D R R B — B OC R AR Y & I A L A o
FEAU Hu7 (Stam AT Elfring , 2008 ) , BEAE X HAS AR S HA AR B i Ho A 2
A SR A E AR RE ST X R BE T RE RS SR A X T AR R AR ER S AR L, AR A
PUPEEE AN, R BN OC R B AS IR , AR & A AE AR ol MO (5 4 VAR S5 IE Y
K ZRIGHLHLH] (DyerFISingh, 1998 ) o A F 1E ML, A 1 AL 50X LA S ir 2 > 4 A)5 ,
DG T 5 ZAH DG AR SSE A AR RN Bsaie b o565 —, R BN IRI B 8l S ac il e it T4k 4
AU R, BT AR ] o3 S e Bl 2 A AR B HE R (Nonaka,, 1994 ) o 3 R HITHGHE 5k LRIk
(EURT DA 3 -5 3 AH R AR ) S5 B S B A T 802 20 RSB I Y AMACKS 56 R BB TR
Bl iz B 2R E 25 B st AR A TR P R AR A IR A, A R R
KAWL IMELL#AY (GoreMlGore, 1999 ) , X i — L3 fin T HITR I 5 = 0L B a2 B
FARP R, SR AL I AT Al HT R R 0 1E [ 5

H3 : FHTRR B 56 3R BE AR 2 A IR PR AP X Al R i ) A2 1A

2. Al JZ T O R A IR RN

A ARSI EB 3 A T 22 i p Al 2 T B B S AR 5, BRATT G AT B
b B FAN 2 T8 14 56 22 B AR WAT I 45 FEB i A FAlb SR B @8 4 7 R A s o 8%, ik
A2 1T OC R AR I VE FALHIMR SR SR A 300 o 5 2 2L, i3 K R AR A Al X A7l Py oAl £
b B BT HHA AT K EAG B = A 5 M SR R 5 R A i BE 7 o AR, e S s Al 2 T
KAFARNHALEAET, SLBIE AR 2088 207 (v H 2 2K (InkpenFll Tsang, 2005 ) o 4
AR A AE B BT IR & R B SO B 2R E R 5 5 A~ HTBA
DA R A5 Z2 )RR EEEE IE B8 T - X B R IR SE Tt 9 3 A 25 0 n R v HAR LA

55 T FRR? o PR N 3 Al e SR B B £ 4 1



A, B S e B IR R R A 0] RE S MR R 2% (BRI, 2013) o 3RS R o] DA — 2548 in s
AR A FITR AR RS, A2 Al AR R R A 4 21 TR

Haa: MR FTA 5 Mk (RRR FIAN ) 19 56 2 BT A 23 om A PR 19 S0 ER i AT 4l R
e FEAEH]

SR, 40l 1] (49552 Wi 2 R ] 149, 5% M) P B AT B ZRABL Y, AR )2 2 AU A B e B T
AR 25 bt o AT DAARUDL, , o Tl 5 PR 25 8 A% O Ak S SRS T REJEAS A B 5 HAH OC
PRI A B A TR o 17 S Ak R B B S AL T W5 [ A S — DR R St FT
B} (JeppesenfilLakhani, 2010 ), T[] FAR ()45 25 D) i A5 A5 L6 22— 28 PR 36T 5 0 RIEAR
A REFE = AU AR B B 3, AT & T & s S EX 2 ag s, I
XX fmll BAs—@ 1) T SRS GRS, I F AT 258 MR AT R A THRSE S
it PSR A A, LA B B 8] 5 22 B A BT 19 5 /5 5C & (DyerMiSingh, 1998 ) o A, £
MV R 2G FR A AT B S AE FH T Alk ) HR B R AT 0 L I 55 SR it AP T Ak FiR B #E 1 7o
B IE [a] 520 AR B LI 1) o

|
| LR RPNXREE ||
|
I P EBHRAEL :
e _)
AR
N

1
I
I
H4a |H4b HZ2
I
|
|

A MR R BT

E1 g

Hab : AR FA 3 Al (RIE RN ) (195G 28 BEAS 2 1 55 IR A S g AR 4l AR
PeRR LA o

M. H¥AEHRTIE

(— )k

FRAVE 32 1 B2 24577 Ml 1) & R EE SR Sk AR L , B2 247 7l SR 53 iR o AR X £l R
PERRAT A B T — MR 0T B A AT R AR A, BRI R IRER T
XA ML KB4 B9 BTG 35 (HendersonflICockburn, 1994 ) o FHLK , 5 245/ w) [] Bsf T ifs 25 51 F A
D P25 AR AR 259 B 55 4 (Polidoro fl Toh, 2011 ) , 33X A5 1) F 25 284\l 1 Iife 52 2% 5 4 B 1Y)
HR PR SO AR B, NRIHETRCIEHRE — N E R AR, B A2 29
FEAELEAR FARHS G 2R X7 1) B2 22 R S BR 25 % ) R B R — N 2RI 28 R 5, & —1
>k B AFZ R B HTREE 2 Frda il ik £ 3204549 (Fleming fl1Sorenson, 2004 ) , (X E & —i% A0
HA IR 1Y R G0 o 3 (AT B 251 T Ao & R IR FniR i A PR AL T — S i g R
A BT 3RA 138 B I B TR 2R 0] A APEARRE (Yayavaram 1 Ahuja, 2008 ) .
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6, FA T CompustatBiE 28 1 3RE T 1985—19994F i) 35 [ 25 2517k 3 AE A AL A5 &
(Khanna%,2018), RIFIR4E L2 833 .2 834 .2 83512 8364 Ky SICHT LA 114 56 [ £ ll . e 4
19854 T IRAF , SR 9 N19854E I 1R, SE [ B 254l gk A T — Bk A iy & Jiedt , Jtig
SR A RS R SR B Aol B8 I R B BT B R 24 i M I B AR TR 2D G N o EREAE
19994E 5 ORISR , R DRAIE 1 FRAT TG 2 5 A f [ e L5 B2 25 AR (9 36 A M 52, oo 1
—BET] BE Y A i (AN Je AR ) B #0155 ) (Grigoriou IR othaermel , 2017) o4 T SEEUAE
A A AN SE [ L R bR Jsy (USPTO) AL FI ) L FIAUN A XTI, FRATI FH 56 [ E R4 00 F o8
Jij (National Bureau of Economic Research, NBER )& FI 84 7 SCAA- 2L b B3 FRiR A
(AlnuaimiflGeorge,2016) , Kl #E Al 5% FIAN B UEHEL , 3+ LA Derwent InnovationZ( 4 % i7F
TR AP FE S5, B R DAL B T 1985—19994F 1 % ] e Tt o He b B A 454
AR A DA AN ] 04 T3 52 A Bk R 1 B R A G L DL -0 W) 44 SCHAR Y R RS A TR 2
TR B 2L R A WG B Ak, BATIMER T 2 2Z5CE2E 5 (US Class) h4245514 451
(9 F, DAREAR il 78 B2 2547 M 1) % R & WA S %004 F) (Khanna%5, 2018 ) . [ I 25 & S0 &
AT BRAR MY 7T g SR i P i, FRATTINBR 1 IRLETE 1985—19994F ] , 14221 04F B AT HH 37 2270 1 93
LRI AEFIE T AR R AE T , SEUEBAEE T 317K A 19 44715 L

(=) A8 F i g

LB AR AR B Al R 7 (Disclosure) o2 T ZN AL IR BE 847 0, AT 2 T %
FIHR S SCAS it iR 43 (Description ) 13 SCBIMI B (Fabrizio MKim, 2019) , {f H Kincaid
Index AR FE 158 /3 3 (Khurana%§, 2003 ) ;

Kincaid Index =(11.8 X Number of syllables per word)
+(0.39 X Number of words per sentence) —15.59

H o Number of syllables per word SN AN BAa] 1Y S Y 3 T 50, Number of words per
sentence &7 TR 1)1 1) BATR)ER I AR Bt R BUIR , 2R BH SCAS A ASOR R BRATR L v e ey, o
e {7 B B i Y R (Li, 2008 5 T 5 filds , 2018 ) o BRI , (RSO U BH A Ml X AH DG 2 R AR
R4 i PR A A, e e R A vy o T P AR (A5 B B AR AT e S i ik 2 4 L 8 5 7Y
FRERAE R LA E OGRS R AR i R I 5 52 b S A A A A R B Bk
LI FEAH AN R B (R N 2R, Al T B  FIATIE (475 BUR 2R TR A S M R AR A 2
LR AIRCR (Li, 2008 ) o T B 1) SCA BT abbid (8 ol 3 5%, DUk — 20 e 1 SC-BOR B
T R B A% 1 R A5 (Courtis, 2004 ) o S 1 SCF-ANIR] , 1 BT fA7 50 SO A IR BE L 133 LA
ERAN T A R JS I 5 (9 25 P R R M OGR4, B 1 A IR ) 75 R A R
AEFRIEA (Desaiss:, 2006 ) o AN, 175 5 AL PH A XE 5 T2 B3 23 R M 1328 % BT 316 A B m] S
VAR, AT T 5 Y T R EH A A — R AR I s, B AT LRl AR ORI (Shah
Oppenheimer,2007) .24 1 358 42 SCHYZ 4R A —FhE: , 2 M Box MICox (1964 ) i A , FoAr Tt
LI IR SO BE AT 1 (15 1 (1OO/ASORA ) o e 48 i 114 PRI % B REAE 1T ) B Al 13
PLEEAT Ny, BV SCAASOR BEBRATR , SCAS DR 2 AR A (BB =y, 0 R R 40 i A B v

2 fEREAR 1 NERI A (Internal embeddedness ) o ffREAE 1 L INERI A 22O B F) 54
b P AL ) 2Z 1] (8 i AR B o 56 [ & R B B JR) (USPTO ) N BRI L Rl € 1 73801, JeiTik
B B AT 7 AR 0OZ L RO AR R, P& R [a) H  E R RE BEAER B AT
X APk (Fleming F1Sorenson, 2004 ; Schillebeeckx%s, 2021 ) . % FRAGHT A4 , FoATTLL L F)F28

(1)

55 T FRR? o PR N 3 Al e SR B B £ 4 1
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TR VAR IR R A B R, A T A B Aill 48 L A AL U R M 2 IR
MR TR AR L R TR BE PO BEAE AR, d e LA A rh 4 1S B2 vt BE A8 RSP A A
LR BRI A A APE (Khanna%s:, 2018 ) A8 bn S 1T VE N LRI RHRAUNE R 1 7-2¢, 51H]
—Aill Y HA L A T 2R BVRREER A 25 G H S ARSI | J2 A BT i AR - B o o PN
HRAMERY TSP IR AT A A UE T

Internal embeddedness of patent A =

Y.wea Centrality of x in network of patents inside firm i (2)

Count of subclasses of patent A
v, Internal embeddedness e AV i R ATE A b t— 154585 F1) A BH X 28 0 1 Pl APE o
PR gL R PR A 368 S B Ao R T RE R T R ) R AR e, It o= 1AF 9 6 1) 10 25 B4+
B R R AR B 3 S o 7 B T A 2T o B 45 A 4T 2 i BE vhU L R 2 A
IR RAN IR
3R B2 AN R ANE (External embeddedness ) AN AR O LR ST NER T

RO A RS A A1) TR A AR BE S 2 AR iR -5 Al iR AP AR )Y 75 244
2, FUR M 2RI TR AL R B AN R MR R APE R B A -

External embeddedness of patent A =

Ywea Centrality of x in network of patents outside firm i (3)

Count of subclasses of patent A

Hrr, Externalembeddedness &3 A i% FIAR Al AN i AVE 7 R 73 F 2 - VAR BR Al
ML A AR R R 4 vh o3 e 25 4 R AR 728 x 1 BE TPl BEBUE 2 RN, 4Bl B AR 258K
1 AT AN A PESS PR AT 1 X Ebr i AL 2

AP E . K AR A (Relational capital-individual ) £ %} A 28 8 1% ] N IR A
PERSIE T AR 8 1, RIZ LA R W NREE T IO B R SC R AR UL, OB R R IR
BAZ A RS L R & BN Z T8] 1 S8 TR 28 m] DAAE S HORR a8 56 &R B8 A i AT 46 A
(Schillebeeckx 45,2021 ) o AN, Fe A1 O-L ) & BT BAFIEITAT IR 95 | & A1 &
BTN Z (B B2 A VRO R (WLIEI2) , BG4S & BN AE 4% 0 % R H AR A1 40 ¢ 9 T S 41
(t=5—1) GAEL ZDIEF] R8G5 351 (BIZO-L RIS | L R R R0 2 &
BRSO ) o BT — RS U, AR A O R e NS5 485 | ) e BN 9 1) )
VESCHR B A BR PO L R A NEC S 905 LA) K BB A (FTRERY KR AR,
13 ENZ ARG I A SC R BEARUE . K AR R ASER IR AT

Relational capital — individual of patent A =

~va Count of co—inventions between inventors of patent A and patent i from Na (4)

%

=" Count of inventors of patent AX count of inventors of patent i from Na

Count of internal citations of patent A
Hip | Relational capital-individual72A% O & R ATE & A N Z R REARE R hFE4 T,
Count of co-inventions between inventors of patent A and patent i from Naj&=+8 : /.05 FARY K& W
NSHEHRATIH WL RIS (Na) AT LR K TR 22545 AR & W& A1 8
Z N, Count of inventors of patent AJEN% 0> & R AR K I NEURE: , Count of inventors of patent i
from Naj&NER#E 5 | L Fift) & BB . 79-BE Count of internal citations of patent AF&% R AR
PR R R, B Na P & RO 2 A
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BibEFA P8 5| & FIB
FERBH Na, b, c EERBEH AL e f g

2 RAANEREIAXRMEESG]

SATAEEE2 AV SE R G (Relational capital-firm) 5T % A AR 824 FIANT R A BT
AREED IR L R FIAA B R R T L A5G R BEA KR, %0 G IR ISR 95 1
LA L RN Z 0] 9 S FTHR 28 AT AR O R 5C R A AR AR MRS R 2 L4y
Al A BT B S VR OB S Aol )22 TG R B A AR i (Kale5, 2002) o(HFR AT X Bk
Bt = R , ik = L V8 TR0 LRI ARFER M o DL, AT TR0 G TR IR e g Az O L R BT 5 I &
F IR SRSl , 45 AR i F3S4E N (6=5—1—1) S0 Al A I B A AR B AR A% 0 &
AV R T Y5 R BEA (W3 ), Al R B 5 R A SDCRIUE 2R 2R B o Al J2 11 56 R AR
AR AT

Relational capital — firm of patent A =
Zﬁfl] Count of alliances between patentees of patent A and patent j from Ma (5)

Count of external citations of patent A
Hrfr, Relational capital-firmJe %0 & FIATEA N Z TH 9 OC R AL G R 1 (1 Count of
alliances between patentees of patent A and patent j from MateA%U>& FARE FIFN BN 5
HAMNFG IR RS (Ma) PAE LRI FIB BRI AE R 25 4E IR A VR R 0 B2
BRIAANES S KL, B Ma i & RIBCZ

R

®

BB FIA S5 Fl EFIBCDE
B FLpA & Al B ErAE Al

3 EFRAEAEREE X R W 4250

6. il Ar it S IR O TR, FRATT 1 e % 18 T L R)2 1 r 4 i AR i RO BRI T2
$im (Subclasses ) , % 15 B 2R F 20 @ M (% A1, 4k mT Bt n] T 9% 2% (Somaya,
2003 ) o I A 37 76 58 R HIAIE A T A HIR AT BE SR ALY , E I o Alb A B R A 7o o PR, R AT
TR RIS a5 | & R EGR (Backward cites ) 518305 | &R (Cites to science)

55 T FRR? o PR N 3 Al e SR B B £ 4 1
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(Polidoro#IToh,2011)  SEAk , FATIA T LRI HIAUFIESR Bt (Claims ) , LA L R nT RERY5
Wi il (PolidoroF Toh, 2011) o FATXF L_b = ANAREARHEAT 1T X KA A B FeAT Tid il 1
il DA ] B 3 3] )y 0 e AT BN (B4 JBE ( Time elapsed ) o 5c)m , FA VRSN 5 1T W
A BESZ M L R SCAS AR BE A9 AR 18, T R B R T it (Technology novelty ) FlAZ 24k
(Technology complexity) o & R A BN, AT BEFEOS A OCHITE T A S8 H AE S AT
HYBIH 4 (AwateFMIMakhija, 2022 ) . TR E e, Al BBl TR ER BN AL THHE
5 SCF B TUARI B M A O R A 5 1) 5 | IR AR I AR IS (B FIAE I =5 |
AR ) M I, 52 2 B TR A AR, 7 F R BRI 280, B & R 2R
(AlnuaimifiGeorge, 2016 )

Number of subclasses in patent A
Number of subclasses combined with subclass x

Patent Complexity = (6)

Les Number of previous patents in subclass x
TN T R —HARIEN T W se etk BRI &, FATHE T RLREARIES T, 148
B F R R (Competitive patents ) FTHIE L R L B e ( Competitive firms ) , 3 B T
LR L MR B QI 3l FAT TRX AR B AT T FRiEfRAL B
WFFEHIB AN Y — il J2 T 28 ) A d , S S i AR T — SE AT BE R GE M 2 0 Al
PRITELHE 888 1 1) R ARRAAE o A AFIR B K (Firm age ) , Fe N8B PE TE AL AR BE AT RE s BE 2 £ 7,
HETT S AR BRI o FRATTHIA M 8 ST A5 4% 0 B HR I AR L2 [A) AR 28 el A
MEAEWE oAV A (Firm size )W AT REFZ M H AR 85 SR, KA R Ry 5 B 22 0 A1 #i A G
ARG, ARl BUASE Hy 2 4F 55 65 A0 OO0 bR v AR 1) R A7 2 o 4k 19 & 1) % B SR B2 (Patent
intensity ) W] BERZ M H AR RORRRE  TH R A% O Al ad 25 TL4E (15— 1) LR BT
1 TR R LA A M o— LA B A B0 0 WP B TEAG D) o B, AT AL 7R3 K
E (t=5—1—1) FER T FUZBUFIA ZHEL(Previous litigations ) , VA il HAE L R VRVA J7 TH 1
P KN (Polidoro I Toh, 2011 ) o Al AT % AL £ 08 b —4F B8 A4l i B 2280 17 32
BRI E Lo
(DY) SHIET
FAE FHOLSHEI RIS UE A AR B EEA T Ry By sma R 3R, 42 1 Al AR [ e 20001, 4
O3l [T 7 ST LA R Ay [ R R, R FH S 7 22 R b 5 o ELAAR [l A 07 R A0 A 2 (1) 0
BEHY (2) T 7 o o | Disclosure,;, &AMV iX%d & Fla 0 HIR B 52 B2 &, Embeddedness, ;- J&F5
BURY 5 F AR i, RO L R a i APERR B, O B0 TR T8 55 R0, FRATTAN AT 19 A2 f G R BEAR
Relationalcapital, ;, 5, | VA SR APES KR AN — B 28 B3, Controls,, I rh & Flla)Z i (1)
A8 &, Controls, A y.iJ2 T A6l 28 8, o, R4l 2 1T B 2 RO, gy R A 04l 2 1T 1)
[P SE ULy, Ay B T J2 T8 ) TR RN €, R SEMARBR 2500 B s, ol 1 3 B S (DX [l I 25 SR g
i), AR SCHE [ IR R LR AT T 1% 04 FRAL P
Disclosure,;; = fiEmbeddedness,;, | + B,Controls,; + SsControls;

(7)

+ @; +,u, +'y[+8a),

zzzzz

+BsEmbeddedness,;,-, X Relationalcapitall,;, 5 ,_, (8)
+BsControls,; + BsControls; + a; + p1; +y,+&,,
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T2 FETEEX
AR 4410 BEATS Ar e L

ou | & SINAt Disclosure b XIAZ OB R ) B R

N R A Internal embeddedness U B R S AZ Al P9 At & A TR i AR B2

FhER R A External embeddedness WU L R 5% O A AR A & R TR i AFR B

R NKR AR Relational capital-individual — %0 & R W NFRE T I R0 OC R FEALGE

Ml RRFEA Relational capital-firm T OAR PR T R SC R AR
LR A Subclasses WU R ) TR
LHES 5 Backward cites Wl % 5 | FH At & 1 i

PRSI %

Cites to science

Rl L RS AR EE AR SO 5 R

LR ok Claims R L ) AR RSO SR 2 o K i

LR B AU Time elapsed R R H AT o ) N T
LR AT Technology novelty W B RIEAR B ERE
LR etk Technology complexity WO B RIHAR R S I PR
TEFHMEL R B Competitive patents R ARZE T 1 H I A
Do e e fod) | & V6 Y Competitive firms RN T B F) i Al Ao

F., SHELR

Fe3 M v 2 AR R IR MG S A O REE AT AR AT T O 22 K A T
(VIF) 531, Ferp SE X VIF(E N 1.59 , e R VIF(E 3.8, 8 I T 103X — FZf, K e v] HEpR B 7Y
A eSS G a i

®3 TEHRREFITSHEXREE

Variable Mean Std | 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
Ak iR 10.3302.034 1
AR A 2.481 1.056 0.166™" 1
SN AE 4.474 1.170 0.108™ 0.589™ |
RWIARREAR  0.235 0.490 0.066™ 0.079770.041™" 1
Al R BEA 0.013 0.109 —0.004 0.0250.036"™ —0.006 1
LRTFIH 3.246 1.693-0.055""0.081"0.090™" 0.016 0.008 1
LRE 5 2.191 0.917-0.062""0.091°"0.090™ 0.083™ —0.013 0.052"" 1

FEHE B HECE 1.661 1.362-0.170770.022" 0.0517 0.035™ —0.015 0.20970.436™ 1

LRIBUR 55 2.576 0.708 0.060™ 0.047°0.088" 0.000 —0.007 0.040°0.1850.077™" 1

LA GRS 2.442 1.549-0.164™" —0.010 0.056™—0.021" —0.005 0.152"°0.23370.255"0.078"" |
BFIHABHE 0674 0260 —0.001 —0.005 —0.010 0.005 —0.006 0.008 0.010 —0.005 —0.014 —0.010 1

LREARZIME 4546 0965 0.008 0.009 0.009 0.0217 —0.015 0.011 —0.001 —0.001 0.009 —0.003 —0.003 1
eGSR 7.835 0.407 0.050™ 0.073770.180™ 0.048™ 0.04370.055™0.111770.1717°0.047770.034" ~0.002 0.004 1
SEPTEVECE 6744 0.384—0.170770.030770.206™ 0.025™ 0.061°70.093"0.232"70.292"°0.093"0.174"" ~0.009-0.0010.791""" 1

FEA g FLYE AR AY S0 145 5 . Model 2FIModel 34945 5 s , L R0 A4 PN sl A
AR Al A0 0 b R A s, TR A T i AR A R B R AR R L ABGR L RBRE
245 5 UE . Model 47EModel 2 5EAt I AR AR & 1% B A S R84 = 5Py AME”
B2 B3, A S5 R BN, <RI C R A 5N IR AR B 22 B30 1E , HAE0.0509 B A5
KV 1R R 50 ZR AR R BN B AR DA i AP T £ b ZHT B 628 118 T 5501 B i
%315 2 5 UE . Model S7EModel 3f#3EAE AR AS 2k 56 R A L H 5 <IN A
P AYAE B I, FEModel SH, Al ¢ R A ANl AL IIAE B IR £, HLAE0.050Y B 157K
b 2 BRI AN A S AL R R 8] A I 1] 5& R B HIES T, Al e 5 R e HA B
TGS RI AVE R R 4015 3 304 ik 4atE H BT RIBT I REAS TP R4S 25031 , 3 ] RE U A
b 2 1 19 56 R GEAASBE L IS N2 B = AR B sS Id & , ME LA AR [ BE 42

55 T FRR? o PR N 3 Al e SR B B £ 4 1
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x4 EAEDGFER

Variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5
0.207 0.181°"
Internal embeddedness (10.17) (8.09)
0.193™ 0.196™
External embeddedness (11.90) (12.05)
Internal embeddedness x 0.093"
Relational capital-individual (2.48)
Relational capital-individual —0.059
(-0.61)
External embeddedness x -0.513"
Relational capital-firm (-=2.28)
. . 2.369"
Relational capital-firm (2.18)
11.636™ 11.235™ 10.790"" 11.3417™ 10.787"
Constant (13.97) (13.78) (13.14) (13.94) (13.12)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ay Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
45347k Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
kA4 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 9447 9447 9447 9447 9447
Adj.R2 0.297 0.305 0.307 0.307 0.307

T A HOATIE, TR .
N, RN

FAMEC T AR TR, LA A= VTl ST PRAS SO 2G5 R AR T S o
S, TR R A AR DO B AL AT 01, J i ZE Ak (43RS ) Al —A 7l —4F
Oy e 3R ) A 2 1 E AT R, ImIHSE R AN s, 5 B E I &y B — 2 HU, AR
Gunning B FEFEARE M BUA P8 B A9 C (Gunning, 1969 ) , i I H O BEFE AR AR A BLA
AP R (WLF6) o ORI U 45 R 5 U Y 1 — B Gunning BORI BEFE R 1134 20
s, Hrb complexwords J&38 3 W EUE = K = A LL_E S S HLA] .
Gunning (Fog) Index =Number of words per sentence X 0.4

(9)

+ Proportion of complex words per sentence X 0.4
t. ARERERR

ARSCEETHRAMEIS R TR0 T Alb A RR PR T N M A B, AMRER A B —%E
A RTR B EE AP IO RE , AT LA B8 i 5 4ot T A B )y, e gt Al i) J R B A7 0 o 1
B, T WA M R 245 P ) O R B RE RS A R RS AR Al R R ) e b AT, Al A
K L o) 2 v ) O R AR A 22 55 AL AN AR Al R TR % OO AR ot AP ) B 8 DR
VEITEREE , Al SN RIS HA BRI A, SCULARMT , 75 5 TRy TR 0 iR Ay 2
ill b, B 52 R AR 4 Jm MR A R A% SR B3R 0] AR LA T 2R ARG 2R, A BE ELIE
2R EREN HAS SR B E R FITR NS o [ Al 2 AR RN 51 TR SS i 5 A R
A TR S A (<8 AL 45 ) AT By 0 R B T A7 O AN ZE R Al AR A Z e, (H
TR AVEAT AT R 5 Al IR B MR — B0k LA Bl OB e Jee e, Al AT 9 Ah
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F5 BRBERER: DN Sl-AT-EREEESR
Variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 |[Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
0.207"" 0.1817 0.207"" 0.1817
Internal embeddedness (3 57 (2.90) (13.95) (10.95)
0.193™ 0.196™ 0.193™ 0.196™
External embeddedness (7.11) (7.30) (12.85) (12.99)
Internal embeddedness x 0.093" 0.093™
Relational capital-individual (2.84) (4.12)
. e —-0.059 —-0.059
Relational capital-individual (=0.70) (=0.67)
External embeddedness x -0.513™ —0.513"
Relational capital-firm (-3.22) (—4.25)
, , 2.369™ 2.369"
Relational capital-firm (3.01) (3.77)
11.235™ 10.790"" 11.341"" 10.787°"|9.450™" 8.825™" 9.547""" 8.825™
Constant (11.19) (11.29) (1139) (11.22) | (1542) (15.58) (15.26) (16.13)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ay Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
A7k Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
1o | AN Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
REEK g1 4 Al ATl xAFEAy
N 9447 9447 9447 9447 9447 9447 9447 9447
Adj.R? 0.305 0.307 0.307 0.307 0.305  0.307 0307 0.307
x6 RLTEFHR
Variable Gunning S B [l 45 PG RINES N O EERTS
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 | Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
0.212™ 0.166™ 0.159™ 0.136™
Internal embeddedness (5.62) (4.06) (8.71) (6.77)
0.199™ 0.208™ 0.115™ 0.118™
External embeddedness (6.55) (6.84) (11.22) (11.42)
Internal embeddedness % 0.164™ 0.077"
Relational capital-individual (2.22) (2.34)
Relational capital-individual (__ %2‘821) (__O 0'2365)
External embeddedness x —-1.426" -0.317"™
Relational capital-firm (—2.42) (—2.74)
_ , 6.713" 2.107"
Relational capital-firm (231) (2.57)
15.516™" 15.053™" 15.711™" 15.038""|11.316™ 11.084™ 11.421°" 11.080™"
Constant (12.67) (1226) (12.83) (12.24) | (13.86) (1347) (1401) (13.45)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ay Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
417k Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ak AR Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 9447 9447 9447 9447 9447 9447 9447 9447
Adj.R? 0.217 0.217 0.219 0.218 0.303 0.306 0.305 0.307
HBOC R AT RERER B R ot , A TR B TR RS AEX S G EN A BRI,

BRA T Aall 1) )32 BT AK A TS ZEREA T ML AK P A S AR 2 B n] BE AR X AR B T, e

AL EARZ AP B AL 2R A R A 28 R G, BT B T Alk SEBE R A A

"
o
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(—)HELe vk

AR R BUABL T — 5 BB BTk B 08 AR SR ATHE T HR I AMER BB R, &
B A IR B3 T LA BR 1 7 Al 14 3t EASS 5 , 28 i SR il A R A T ok —
AT E A —E B LA 25 T S AR R &2 24t Bk (NonakafiTVon Krogh,2009) &
55 A A 2R ] A AR LKA G &R (Ethiraj Al Levinthal , 2004 ) o 53X — {4/ FIASUABLE &
FVHIR £l P HIR R 26 (4 A SE 2R B R ARERAE & R AR S b A7 ll P TR R 265 4 ik
AKX Z 1 (Schillebeeckx 5, 2021 ) o iX BB, X THHRPEICE T 7, TTIL B IR AR K —4b K
TRAG AL N FIREE R BT 12 IRR R IR BIAT L AR B R A —1 5 35, 3] BEX
PRI M A 455 ) P s F A

HR AR SR IER T A RNZ R F A B = fif 22 Ak 2 Lk e A PERGSEE AR VR
B T 5 R FIAR L8 AR BT SCR MR Ah , AR RN T 28 = 2 %%, Bl (L FIAN ) BE
e R e S i N A B Y S N AT NP S A N 240 4 A SIS N T (I
R B AM L NI, FRATR B, & AN UMERZ AR ZTE AR th TR UL R &
VE TR AP A B A TR 3BT DA R 25 6 25 2 S I 25 58, DR IR AT o 75 R A Al S T %
JEIC R AR B SE IR o BA TRORIFFE F I , S Aif AR BB G 28 W AR IS T Xof ARall 23 FF A AU B R A T
il 249 o TR O A AR B B G R BER AR PRSP R 25 R I A E 0 i B 58 S B S RAEN &
Y it A2 U A M I A PR B 8 22 81, J5 3 (0P8 i — 2% X B, BB B DG R bR T A 4
b SR I 25 (Kale %, 2002 ) , 98 55 IR AR [B] AR AT BR324, thmT ek b AZ S T
A 250 5 A VR HXE LU SV EN LS

(Z)SEERIA R

P TR A S o A PO S B A H 25 32 Bk S R B ER R o A Al i
R ERE L —  FRA TSGR B Y AR Bl o e B B 5 4 LR B T Al AN AR £
EIRAE AR AR 52 b — e h B 25 RE T o HEAnFL Sa AR i B S A on
(metaverse M, SEFR_EIRRLA T A BT R LN 3 5 04 kg JL I 2 42 45 AR X oAt
Al 58 4 2 AN S B AL R (meme ) FIASVE R XEAE T, — b 5o i B Al & M B oRE &
RN AR A BEM S TE 1 b R 2 WA, W FE B2 &S, LI R &4
N BOFIZ R IR B Y FAT] 2 IR (5 B S R A XY 2 5 sl L 5| 1B (E B 232 5 T HR
B A 5 H A TG R 728 5y , IR L fi] AR )15 I BRUREAY T RE 4y A SRR 38 S 26
T2 AR LA A v 5 AR B AT BE A B TR () DG R 5 o

(=) RIBRPE S 5T 2

AR S — AT AE SR BRI 78 45 9 A 38 F Y 1 5 , AR SO SR REAS B A R R 254 Tl T e
TIRLERIF 2 378 B4 /0 a3 A ok W 208 ) e X 3 R Bl AR 1 2 A sl 7 3 S AR A R
ST eI AR AR R A IAETE T AT FAlb R B 28 A AR HE ML PT e 25 2k 2 ok,
AR SCANAR AR L R ESCH AR 41 2 24 4 A SR v R4 L 1A T gt — Bk LA 5 R B B
R, Bk AR I ARVE B0 R LA FDE AR BR 19 A01H A (Khanna%F, 2018 ) o AR A5 1T LA
SARTEE ZICAT L N JBTT , FF il P AR TR (1) Z2 FhO% 20 B AR AT 2 SR v 1) 2 BB B
PEAT A4S T 52 B 2% L S A , A SO A 8 A (H B A IS B ) A 2 R 0 38 o 42 11
FRFEAE B X A Ml SR R A TR R S 24 ST R ) 5 Ak IR B IR Al 5 4
SRR I TE S Z i, AT DU S TE B A BG4S R4 FE 25 A R AR , 9T 2 2l dn ey B )
SERHRA AT A AR EE N G 2 N 2R, USSR BRSO i e KAk
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Disclosure or Concealment? The Protective Effect of
Knowledge Embeddedness on Enterprises’
Knowledge Disclosure

Su Mengyue', Ma Hao*

(1. HeXie Management Research Centre, Xi'an Jiaotong-Liverpool University, Suzhou 215028, China;
2. National School of Development, Peking University, Beijing 100091, China )

Summary: For the purpose of resisting opponent imitation and organizational learning, enterprises
may proactively, voluntarily, and selectively engage in knowledge disclosure, referred to as strategic
“knowledge disclosure”. This paper analyzes the embeddedness motivation and moderating factors of
enterprises’ knowledge disclosure behaviors. Using patent data from the pharmaceutical industry, the
study finds that enterprises’ knowledge disclosure is protected by knowledge embeddedness. Internal
embeddedness pertains to the interdependence of knowledge elements within the enterprise, while
external embeddedness relates to the interdependence between internal knowledge and external
knowledge elements. Furthermore, the protective function of internal embeddedness is amplified by the
relational capital of the respective knowledge inventors. Conversely, as the ultimate owners of
knowledge, enterprises’ relational capital within alliance networks weakens the positive role of external
embeddedness in knowledge disclosure.
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