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_ Figure 1: The mean value distribution of variables by the acquirer types and sizes
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citation enhances the appropriability of innovation protected by acquired patent Self-citation rate: higher or lower than the average in the technology field
(Trajtenberg et al. 1997). Figure 3: Differences in patent growth by self-citation rate and buyer types (with significance code)
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suggested in the results of the Scheffé test. CIaton

¢ An interesting follow-up study could be a comparative analysis on how the way of
utilizing technology acquired by patent acquisitions varies depending on the sector and
size of an organization and technology field.

The patent growth is high when the self-citation rate is high in the all company groups, large/medium
Gov./Non-Prof. groups and medium/small university groups.

In other groups, the differences are in the opposite direction or not significant.

The t-test results showed that the differences are significant except for small Gov./Non-Prof., small hospital and
large university.
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