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Identification of Electric Vehicles Ecosystem Dynamics by
Using Ecosystem Visualization : Battery Technology Case

Min-je Cho - Juneseuk Shin

Graduate School of Technology Management, Sungkyunkwan University

Business ecosystem visualization is useful to clarify the structuring of the ecosystem around the business context,
but has difficulty in identifying the company’s core technology portfolio, and also patterns of technology change.
We suggest a way of visualizing a business ecosystem from a business relationship perspective and a technology
ecosystem from a patent citation perspective separating the technology ecosystem from the business ecosystem. It
enables us to identify the relationship between the two ecosystems as well as the impact of key resources on the
dynamics of the two ecosystems from a resource-based view. From the academic perspective, our method can
contribute to identifying changes in technology-oriented core resources lead to changes in corporate strategies,
which in turn lead to dynamics in the ecosystem. It can be useful for technology strategy in practice for OEMs and
battery suppliers. Battery technology in electric vehicles is exemplified.
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1.A &

o] A 2~Hll(ecosystem)> EA E2| 2 Aol A BE F7147}
45 A= A ETH FoE 7O E AHY, vl2Y 2, TR
21T, 84l | ZA 28 5 e P2 0= gAH Jid ol
(Moore, 1993; Masaharu et al., 2018). F=3F, o ZA| 282 a1 4]
7149 78 22 Y-S 233 A7, JHEU A (partnership) 2 734
GA 7o FHHSE AT 4 = W o] thMoore, 1993).
Fe A o ZA 2" FaA, @A, Fajat, AL &
H|2}o} 7ol Y E S 3 JFEU(network partner) 2 T4 H 3
4 of| ZA| 28] & 2] 1| gHtAdner and Kapoor, 2010). FHH ol
2 W39 o A 28 o z) 2he] A Al F, 2 T

TEAT, BE 2F A% 2L S Wl A 45 9 2HY

AR A 5= of| I 2282 2] 7] (Moore, 1993; Chesbrough,
2003; Teece, 2010; Masaharu ef al., 2018). ¥4 2] A7} 42
o whg}, o| ZA| 28 9] 732 Adner} Kapoor (2010)8] F2
o ZA| 28 Fdol| A B2 o ZA| 28] 7d o2 wW3lslal Q)
o} A A AHY 2 A Al F M&A, 32 FA4F 5 HlEY 2
Y E$] F(business network) 2] A &Fo] =2 H o] EAQA 4G L
E AFY d#E 719 2 vES e B33 QtHNohria
and Garcia-pont, 1991). 71942 A F-S A&H 0.2 7 9 A4+
3171 $18) 719 1 359 FERE FEITE ol A AsA 4
AT Y& dzZA 28] fdol 3j3F3HTHDyer, 1996; Moore
1996; Gawer and Cusumano, 2014).

HAZ A7 1A AR A 7HE o) s, 878 A, A Y2 |
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A EE = A 5BF 75 THAAA A5 AL AR ol A o) Al Akl &
TargollA 71< = WskstAl st tH Andwari et al,. 2017). 253}
71& SOl wE g 71ee AF M 9 T A o 22 A7
Ap Aol 21 8.9l o 2 2h8-& Wk ofuf 2} Apeko] A5 qF
Z Ab&Fol = % 35 FTHNykvist and Nilsson, 2015; Adepetu and
Keshav, 2017). HlEl2] 7= vlE 2] Al2x]Y 724 B
252} OEM(original equipment manufacturer)2] 7] &A1 Bt
oh 2t el 2] Acell)d ZE(module)S &5k WEE 3+
ALe] 71 &A= A of) &8-S 1| X1 TH Viswanadham and Samvedi,
2013; Kavanagh et al., 2018; Kalaitzi et al., 2019). w-2}A] o] 2 gt
HAAAE A8k W Esl7] A E A 719S dof o
SN 25 U Thekgh Feq 2} 2he] AR ES A 7HA & 1L
& 3]} oF $FH(Moore, 1993; Chesbrough, 2003; Iansiti and Levien,
2004; Adner and Kapoor, 2010). 7| 4-> W E 2 U] 7] 7] 73
A9 JE S 53l aAdA A2 AFH AR 2E A T8t
GAlg 7|Hke 2 A3} o g5 27 Al 71 thMoore, 1993; Tyer
et al., 2006; Isckia and Thierry, 2009). AHg2} A+ & 7] <249 ¢
W 3lo] et o ZA| 2~Flo] Wslel= thEZ Q] Akl o)tk wha}
A | ZA 2" A & 53] 712k o ZA| 28l& gttt A
o] 28 8}h(Iansiti and Levien, 2004; Lu et al., 2014).

H|ZY 2 of| A 2El(business ecosystem)-> H| =1 29] o
H(context)ol] 2HL W N2 7IXE E3sla FEgt)
(Masaharu et al., 2018). 12 B]|ZY 2 BT 0 2= 7] o]
B3 A9 R ol e} 7| 7| e s 5] 279
& gfofstr)of] ZEARI AT ATh 71E ATl A 53 )
o1& &8 7199l V1€ AE} vizY 2 AN 2HE
TS AL, 20097 UL, 72 of) A 228l technology
ecosystem) ¥} B] ZU 2 of| A 281 Rl ste] T of FA| 28l
ko] AABAE Fetste A+ obF] YISIH 71 & ol A &
B v 22U 2 o IA 2] S BelelA AARAE BAE A
714 2 A A T @ o] 71& FAlH st vA| & GEFe 3ot
& 4= dth= A o] 9t Adomavicius et al, 2008; Battistella e
al.,2013; Liu et al., 2015).

olg]gt Wetof A & AT A&} b oA 9] A<
g 7]es HI2Y 2 34 B Y Hl2Y 2 o IA| 25l 3}
5] Q18 9| 7|& A IA 'S A ZgetaL, F o ZA 2
| ZF A BA oF sAMEE FA T FAH O R Hj 2y 2~
A S48 vl2Y 2 o A 25 3w el ] 7]eAkd A
2] 7]& A FAA 2B S 47 O A A S 7| F 02 A7)t 7}
A HE T ol ZA 2F 9] A BA 9} FH W SLE gfetsit
HIZU 2 o ZA| 282 o A 28l o) FA R stel sjHS v
ER) = 4P o] CHMasaharu ef al., 2018). 12} B8k 244
a3 tolEl7} F&38HA| 7] Wil TAIA el 7|\t
S F ATE FYs] oA Hoh mebA A7 (resource-
based view) ¥} 22 A4 A5 B3 A4S Hebo] D a8ttt
A7 o A 7] o] AA YL 7| o] Bfr AT dFs
7|4k o 2 FTH Wernerfelt, 1984; Marvin and Lieberman, 1988;
Barney, 1991). ©] A7l A& 712k 714 9] &4l A0 A=,

oo

AF 5= LT Y UEH A ALH 7 eAd S AFA L
2 ZA43) o] TAE FEH o2t s Astaat ok FH o)
EQ AL 7Y T D rtol AR E, 7|eAdd S
53] o8 E 283 SAA. 7eAdH GF &A%
29 5519 AR 7|E ATolA 1 a0l bt YF
& 1} th(Montgomery and Hariharan, 1991; Nakamura ef al.,
1996; Mowery and Silverman, 1996; Gomez-Uranga et al., 2014).

HIZU 2 o IA2]E BA817] 913k 289 9) A (frame-
work)oll = A4 E o]y, A28 tho]ubE] A(system dyna-
mics), B &Y 2 o ZA| 2B Y EY 3 £49% (business ecosys-
tem network analysis) 5©] &-8% T} A28 o e T
o] M7} A7 B 5ol whe) wsh ezt Y-S v Xt §l
I ZA| T3 t}o] o] L3 (cause loop diagram)- 7| &3} H|ZY 2
o] TAWSE ST F gle AH o] Aok Tl o] = Tt
T2l A Z-E8h= o] ofy ), T FZ A 2Hlo] Y= A5
trolupe] 27} BE3}atthe @ o] ATHDaim et al., 2006). T4
H duto-& HET7Iel &R OF 1He) EES 5ol A
S-S NEst] A oItk AEvt 15 2 A= A
= ANE &7 U, ARH I AETL stk o A7
of oJal] w40l A|gHE = 1o, Wslshe S ol M A =
AN Z-& EA;E(trend)7} 72 T ATHHung er al., 2013). 71
Fo A B ZU 2 o ZA 2]V EQ H 242 A Y ES A
(social network) 7]5He] A|ZkslH © 2 A| 2] tho| ] 291 2+
o] trojupE) 27} BRdstthE @l o] gl ok vz~ gl 7=
A 2zHe TRA] AL ol 5 =S A
ANz 2H 7ok BANSE GAs17} 1k Basole
2009; Li, 2009; Ghosh and Lerman, 2010; Battistella et al., 2013).

B A= gHste AsAE Aol A QoA R 7Hs Ao
F& A7)AF Aol tigk A A QL vl el 2] Al 282 AAI%
H| 2 27| % o A 2"l of] T3 A Z A% A1 73] o]sfi & A
Fotal, AL AA g Al 7)3)E AP Esket fo v g
ANAES S A Ao E 7Y E.

da

ol WE
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2. 54T

2.1 B|RY A o ZA AH]

M

HIZU 2 o ZA| 282 7)) Heks ] A3 T8
Sk SO H(Iyer et al., 2006), 714 7He] Ao =4S 9
Thokst o zho] Meka 8 | (strategic behaviour) S VIEH I
71ke] oy H o2 3k Al o] th(lansiti and Levien,
2004; Gueguen and Gael, 2009; Tsujimoto et al., 2018). 4] 7]
4o F8 2AYE X3 g AEY vy~ &
&, BAAUA 1o FAMSEL Mg TAH L Bl 2Y 2 o3
N2EE B B4 4 9 th(yer et al., 2006; Gueguen and
Gael, 2009; Razavi et al., 2009). H|ZU 2 | ZA| 2HS H1&
g 4 Qe 719 Bl 2Y 2~ 2 d(business model)2 A4 A5l
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AZE 75 &8, 44 915 SR8 HrhBarnes
and Vidgen, 2006; Wei and Zelong et al., 2014).

HZU 2 o A 2E A 7Y g EL Y ES J(partner
network) 9t 74 A7 FH o] 43 480 g FAHY, o] F
3 A= AT A 2E 1A AlFH THMoore, 1993;
Chesbrough, 2003; Isckia and Thierry, 2009; Teece, 2010; Adner
and Kapoor, 2010). 7374 ¢] ®aFo] 7|Jol| A o ZA 2Hl 0=
H3tE 7] mj &, 7199 Rz BAE S BE sk 984
= 4171 (focal firm)¥ AT o&A £ 8 2H(cluster)
£ F=3h= Zo] 23t Moore, 1993; Porter, 1998). )=
FA7I o] AlFshE 7RIS 2= 7199 AAE SR A
Ao, S 2E 9 JE& FaA = FRIL M) v
o]th(Moore, 1993). T3k, HIZU 2 o IA| ~El o X FA41719]
o] PF& BkAtol| A F83 FEF& W ZITHPierce, 2008). T
A 719 SAZI 4 R 7he] A5 o] S aesl 7t
A& 2Z38t1 ZZ3) o 3th(Amit and Zott, 2001; Adner and
Kapoor, 2010; Kapoor et al., 2013).

HIZY 2 of| IA| 2 o]l A 712 4% o] & fl3) @ 7}
T ThRE o Ahe} 93 22 A 2ES F O EH
7199 9] 9 &=-8 #43HGawer and Cusumano, 2002; Gomez-
Uranga et al., 2014). H]2Y 2 o| ZA| 28 9] ShA] S AFH
8 B50] 4370 Fol8 4 = AAH YA E
7] ol 719 H2Y 2 ZA 2"l A Y Fef
E1E Zholok fth(Teece, 2007). 47192 A& 71| &
2g 5l 719 2 E9 27k B ol m 78 A WA o
CARES fEalE, n2U2 o 24 2HL A3 Ao
&8 74 ¥ tHDoz and Hamel, 1998; Dyer, 1996; O’Mahony
and Bechky, 2008).

HIZY 2 o FA| 2H e F2 i 7] Ev2Y = #AE
o FAWsel sjH-& gelatA dot 1y ol W
WO R 7Y e B o), 7| T 71EeAd o] @
A E 3E 55 ER18H7] A HhMoore, 1993; Basole, 2009;
Li, 2009; Adner and Kapoor, 2010; Battistella ef al., 2013). w2}
A& AT A7)AL ol ZA| 2" ol A 7] of| A 2]l 3} H 2
Uz o ZA2"E 23 F o FA2E 7] AT e
getstal, 714 3 #AA 5434 o ZA 2" FAWS] &
A H2Y 28 7edddA ST oR sk Tle
ARt o= ZlEA 9] A I Hl2Y 2oke] FE G
< T O E ARt S A o] 7} Yt

r_l

2.2 A7

A7 FY A W 719 7He) A3 kol & A st
+ o] 2E-°|tMarvin and Lieberman, 1988). 7131 2] A3} 2}
= 53 2hd e o] & A o = Qlal A g K Barney, 1991). 714
B3 Ade g 79 o= s ojddE < gl7] W,
714 7 A o] A& 713 A4 H th(Galbreath and Galvin,
2004; Wheelen and Hunger, 2011; Gebauer et al., 2012). 53], 7|

o]
o]

§10] 7] WANE A0S WA o2 AU ), 71819 o]o]
L Bt} =4 AEE 4 UK Teece ef al., 1997; Brush et al.,
2001). 7192 B AL S 7REO 2 Al AL & s, o
£ 53 A&EAHA AA 9 E SRS " hPenrose, 1959;
Wernerfelt, 1984; Dierickx and Cool, 1989). ©] 2] g+ A} -2 Al 4t
AR ABREE B Qe F4lolH, 7HA] 1 3(valuable),
28 B715-31 (inimitable), 3] 73} 2(scarcity), tHA 27 Kinsub-
stitution)3]] ©F K Barney, 1991; Karakaya and Parayitam, 2013).
719¢] Ado] th2 AL Bt -9l & o o] A& 4]
& &F(core competencies)©| 2t 31, o]= 7|l 2pEA 9-9]
(distinctive advantage)< 714 T THBamey, 1991; Prahalad and
Hamel, 1994). &, 719 d&3% 44 ¢9= A3 dddd
(Barney, 1991; Prahalad and Hamel, 1994; Karakaya and Parayitam,
2013). 12t B4 oA Ae] EAToEE 7|}io] &
313 747 A& FA 8] ol F53A] Th(Teece et al., 1997).

2L AL ol A A AY--2loll 71wbo] B = Al Akd L B A
A7h B B7VeR A G P, U 33, 28 B
T 5°]th(Chanaron et al., 2001; Doran et al., 2007; Grant, 2016).
ey 3 A, w5 71e B 5o s AsAt
Aol e AAAAE AL EHQ] FEolA AEs 71e
2 ¥slsta Qtt A Esl 71ed= B 75 71E, A A
71, Ao} 71, AU A A% 7)< 5ol o, JdlyA] A%
71?1 wiEle] 71eS M)Ak dAlrie = A H7)AF Al ol
£ 93-S v Kumar and Revankar, 2017; Andwari et al,.
2017; Hannan et al,. 2017). 53], W6 2] 7]&-& 7|3 AR
a8lo] FaFe Foh 71E ATolA ARRS] a%lo® A
7H, F8AE, As, AASE/RJAE B, FH25HAML,
A71A} A 1] 8 o] A A= ATHLieven ef al., 2011; Skippon
and Garwood, 2011; Graham-Rowe et al., 2012; Schuitema et al.,
2013; Burgess et al., 2013; Sierzchula et al., 2014). 23 714, 5
A, 452 e 71ed #hdo] ok FAAE o
Ha 852 7o s A EHY, 52 wE e 7H4 & A7At
M & B A 7HA AR SR A7|AHE A7 |3 AF
AR} E2 g 9120 A THETh(Lieven ef al., 2011; Egbue
and Long, 2012). 2=, A|A=719) A4 81 BAldl 5FA1717]
AsiA e ABl-8/8E viElE] 7]&7 o] Q-7-FthMagnusson
and Berggren, 2011; Nykvist and Nilsson, 2015; Adepetu and
Keshav, 2017). AlAIS&/AAME B, A A/FAAZL 71 Ul
ARG 97 87 9 Q13 AdE

olgfg el el 7|ed T2 544 SHLH AAF RS
Ao b& F83tEE HiHe] 7|es A0 E g H7|R} ol 5
A 228l& 748 4= QI Th(Brenner, 2004; Li, 2009; Viswanadham
and Samvedi, 2013; Kavanagh et al., 2018; Kalaitzi ef al., 2019).
Adner$} Kapoor(2010)= Al ZA 28-S 4719 -& 283 3
Ah 29714 9 14 0 2 A o] gt} Hong 7 Snell(2013) FH
o] 1L ek At ol ZA 2’ & 2517 918 FA 7199
A 7S £ 90 0 1, Viswanadham$} Samvedi(2013)= 35
ol A 2Bl ol A F5 v AA Y 9 A E 7S A A T
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712 719 9 L 71 9] By 7] Ao AT 2H &

53 W, 4%, B85 94 o] Fol Ak A7 |wkg s ol =
AR B BAES o H T B T2E olsied A%

=
ATFE N BB BAE TR 7)Y} 2

watA| stetstr] H gk Aol st

st 2

3. A7 Hy
31 AT =gelea

AT o] 24 7|WkE A7 v 2 2 o FA 2
A 7|0 48 W E Q] T 1A < o IA 2 A7kl
} A7 A = AL B JIFAAE EA 5= I
AENY 22 44 A4S &85tk Barney ef al., 2001;
Lockett and Thompson, 2001). ¥4 AT HHS A=, 2 &
Ao {7 Gk}t rbs stk 3ol o, AT Ul
S 24 753 S AR A o] 2ol 2AT A F 0] 9]¢
NZE BA A7 W3 PG EE E0]7] o H T Goertzen,
2017). HFH o] H]ZY 2 o FA| 2Bl o] A& of| ZA| 2 9] A
2 o3& Q3 BAA Ao} 22 A A AT S 283t
TH(Basole et al., 2015). A2 AFHE A3 @43l gt o] 3]
o} Arjo] 75t A 29 A o] 2] WA o folsith=
Ao Atk 2 ZAAE 24 9 BAEFEA TR )
Aol EAZ s AHEGEE ¥0]7] o]HTHBryman and
Bell, 2018). ¥ 7= 2 A7) AT o FA| 28] Al
Z}3lo} o A A Ao M S B oz Sgste g o

mlo

2o
Y

Min-je Cho *

Juneseuk Shin

1

N

2i=°.*='_1

ggsto], HE ARE Yo R
l’4’(Mlles and Huberman, 1994). °] & &
A=7le HAY SH A A AR
BFstE Fall 719 2 BAE B ge] wetst
S8l #A ol gk F5-3 sl A o] 7hsel ATk

AT ZH Y = <Figure 1> 2ok B A7 B4t} 7]
A& AAsE7] Y38 vl ol U 2| F(department of energy), =5 Al
o 4 2] 7] - (international energy agency), 15 1 $H(european un-
ion), AH5AF OEME 1872} -0 A5 5 &8t} 20001 -
E] 20173717 sto] Bl & Apgatet A7) 2 RS SA 3 ¢
2 719-& 537HA. 271 AF Ak o] AR QL ] Al
B3 AARE ol A 25l B4 817] flal A= ol BE & Ak
e EA Y E l"?‘@uﬂ]’b o 2FAZ a7k QUoh A% A
7125, ASAY, Tl AT A 3870 72 T8 BAlE
3l A el A A9 ﬁdr. olg]&t 7192 A7) A} of| A 2
el vg 2] Al 2= Ex%*:ﬂﬁ}i:; 3}ol&}y] o]].L:_ B jAke.
2 Aol we 7ot T X712 719 & Hl ol ¥ 1A
O Q&) & AT A ATt AAA S %Ei st =r“],
T8 71953 2, vty F=5 AR 71952
S HEE I YOER o] 7|PES HERE T4 5| of ??_‘4

ol AT vt O A7 RHAA o A Z 7] A} A7k 3
A& skt A7) AR Yol Al A 6"’“1}%_—0\:
&, 15g wiEle] 7jsolth Wi g ZleAd S 7Rl 2 f?l'
el ] Al 2Bl o] 7HAZRA Y B A i}""tﬂ =S9ELF
Aol 2k 7HA o A €] vl E] 7HA Rl &5 W2 4 QI THNykvist
and Nilsson, 2015; Adepetu and Keshav, 2017). & A7+l A = A5
ZFOEMZ} HiEl 2] S5 A ti o2 uiE 2] 7]eAkd S 02

£F3te] W
T2 @A o] ool
stetgict. meha
a1, ARE AFE

o}L A5

THHES A8 H =T A AR S FEFIA I 7] A7) A A FA 28-S A3 Bl 2Y 2 B FAl e vl =
W B S5, 8, 71 A FEBAATed 22 Hol U2 A 2" 7EA B FA9 7] o FA 2~Fl S 4
HE 24 Y EYA AFAERZ B3| dZA 28 U 71 712 A%(2008, 201 1&1 2014d,20179) < 71 = 0.2 ZH2} A
BHAS AFH O Tk whH |G R 2U 2 BA AR 47 AL 7€ BRATE Bl gt A7|AE 1%
dolHe F4sk7] Mol w2 £4T 29 FREUA 7Y AYY Fadiad °1‘ﬂr. 2008'd o] Rl EA1E H7)2 B>
2 AF, &2 B4 R&D A, 37 2 A ZA GO Z Aol F2 A< A7) A (slow-speed vehicles) B A Z 2} (demonstration
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Figure 1. Research Framework
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fleets) #1310, 2008 ol SAMHAM T 1EE2 8 7]
2} 2.9 (modern highway-capable electric cars)©] ZA] % AT A
& A71A D AFA R 2 Al FYAT L 29S 83A
kol ulElE] 7] A3} BHE A7) A} of| FA 28] B4 ol 23
347 etk Wb 27) A1 22008 3 02 A F e 20119
714 0.2 gl Fol 2 E e & g 713 Bl & SR &
2t OEM©] F7}8t7] A&tk S/ oA A th 2014
2 AE A4k o) A19F 219 AF2] Reva, Think Global 2 222 214
7712 OEM ] A7 719) A 3) ¢} 2452 OEM ¥} vl H 2] -5 A
re] FEME EE 5 22 WA ol FA 2E ) 719 3E
HlZY 2 3A|7F G 5= Al o] A Th 201792 7|3 22
Tzt H 22 Wk o) & S3hgl o, A tin] 57%<] A+
J7-E(CAGR)S 7153 th(Hertzke et al., 2018).

TE9 AARYLE FA 07 HZRY 2 o ZA2~EF 7])E
o A 2E & vt A4 YES I B4 7|k o 2 A7)
ot WE]IE A Z3}s}7] 93 =2 2 E 4 (open source)
A28} Z8 E(platform) Q] Gephi 0.822 AHE-FTH YIEY 2 A
Z}}ol A 2] (segment) S Wl A|317] $Igk #lolob-2 7} 7Y
o} 71eA| 2 o] 559 R} Wkl e A4H AHE S
& 4 Qe ke gloj o9l ¥ F o] oF2(circular Layout) &
2] -2-91ThH(Dongaonkar and Attar, 2019). Z} A| W F o IA| &
gol| 03t A7 #A 9 vl 2Y A 15 7] AW sl el S
Bolg & A7k 0 7 AH) o] WEtE BAjske] o 34
28 FAWE AS3

3.2 HoE 4

FAUY 71902 AA8E 7192 F 2971 AF=E <Table 1>
A8} o] fAat Azl WiEH Y FFARE FEAT 944
A A ZARE F 1570 AR TR 2= ofAoF 671AL, £+ 6
WAL, Bl 370ALo o Wi E E] FEAtE & 1470AFEA], oFA
OF107HAF, +§ 47§ Abol T

H|Z2U 2 o ZA| 28] F291 WS} AT Ae B
dlo|E 9] 21 o] F a3t} 7] 4, 4, & A, R&D,
a4, AAA(licensing), FARE Bl 2 2 of| A 2~H 9] 52
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Table 1. Selected Firms for Business Ecosystem Visualization

Analysis
Area Automotive OEMs(15) Battery suppliers(14)
Panasonic, LG Chem,
Toyota, Honda, Nissan, Samsung SDI, Sanyo,
Asia | Mitsubishi, Hyundai/Kia, Toshiba, GS YUASA,
Tata SK Innovation, AESC,
Blue Energy, Tudor
Volkswagen, Renault, BOSCH, Li-Tec Battery
Europe | BMW, Daimler, Volvo, GmbH, EnerDel,
Fiat/Chrysler EOne Moli Energy
US Ford, GM. Tesla -

Table 2. Scope of Patent Search

Title/abstract/claims
(batter*) not (fuel adj cell)

Application year
2000 to 2017

Search keyword

312 o]3)3l7] ) Al v = 2 WA THBasole, 2015). 0
2 EALE 7)Y 2o vl 2Y 2 BAER&D, FF
19, B4 71 A4, 39, AlF2 A4 g dlolHe
& B} Z(new york times)2] T4, A4 E o] Z(Mergers,
Acquisitions and Divestitures) A5, 7] 8 &3 0| 2] & 7|AL 5
S #2344 o 719G T u Y 2 BA 9 A& Thetgl

71 o ZA 2l o] T2 FAMS ATl A e 5 o]
EHE &89t 55 tlolEl= 7199 Ad A 7 A, 95,
AW} got 7)e o ZA 28" T30 A 3}SITHCheung
and Ping, 2004; Li, 2009). <Table 2>} 2o thA} 7] 1] 2000
WRE] 20179744 A A A FL=(0 =, F, 8, T, 5
., EP, PCT 5)oll 293 vlE g 7]&9] 235,567 E32 &
Mooz AF Pk 719 2t 7leAE U 54 119 <l
£/9)918 BA(563,257) & 71Fo2 FTk

<Table 3>& WIPO2] PATENTSCOPES} B 91 E o] -1 o] A
(Derwent innovation)& & dEHZ H] g+ Z o] THKIPO,
2014). 7] ATl A E35] DB A3 S Addl= 7]|EoR
djolE] M9, tlolele] 54, AT 52 E-83hKim
and Lee, 2015; Nakamura ef al., 2015). & ol A = 0] & £33
o7 nH3| tIE ool A5 E AHEFITH

rool o
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Table 3. Comparison by Major Items of WIPO and Derwent Innovation

Major items WIPO(PATENTSCOPE) Derwent innovation
* Country : PCT and 38 countries * Country : 192 countries including US, EP, JP, KR
Data range | Period : The scope of provision varies by country | Period : The scope of provision varies by country
- PCT(1978~), US(1790~), etc. - US(1836~), EP(1978~), etc.
* INPADOC family data * INPADOC family data
Data * Legal status data * Citation data, Legal status data
Abundance | e Citation data(exclude) * Classification data
* Classification data : IPC : IPC/CPC/T-term
* Easy to track acquisitions/mergers
* Searchable in 13 languages as well as English - Utilizing Corporate Tree information, it is possible to
Research . . . . .
oo * Aggregated simple patent information search for modified applicants names and
suitability e . .
subsidiaries(Processed information)
» Citation information available
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A+ " o] th(Basole
Aol A Zstol] i &
A A 74 BS =oFA 2L A th(Lengler and Eppler, 2007).
ANZFshE /IZEe] QIA A GdAE 537 S8l Holg | &
A (explore), 3l A (interpret) 2 7 Z(communicate)ol] AHE-ETh
(Shneiderman, 1996; Basole et al., 2015). TZ3}9 A|Ztsl= &
ek 2A Y ', A g ZA ] o] olalE 'Y UL
o, oA 2A & A1 Z 4 910K Thomas and Cook, 2005).

H| 2 2 o IA| 28] Y EQ I FA1 2 H| 2 Y 2 of| A 2
S FA487] 913 2 Y T4 B AAE F2E o
A e 248 UES A 7Nke] Az W o] ThBasole,
2009; Li, 2009; Battistelia et al., 2013), 24 W E ) = Bae0
A (relation)+ 3 ol ©] 3] AAH | E| 2 N E](network actor)
o Hgolth. o] & T3l s A-Esh= A T BAE TE L
2 39T F 9o, o F2E 4 ¢ 4 F I
(Wasserman and Faust, 1994). B]| 24 22 o| ZA| ~H U ES T &
A H2Y 2 | ZA 28L& A sk o] | & 4 QL EE A
Hlom, o ZA 25 F 2o FAMSE AT = Y
o] t}(Basole, 2009; Li, 2009; Ghosh and Lerman, 2010; Battistella
etal.,2013). WreEbA] ThF3 A 2L W 2= A8 Y ES T 7]k
A 23 W & ARg-she Ao Afeitt

3.4 24 Y| E )3 F-A(Social Network Analysis)

LA UEY T FA2 FA S AA 729 ol At
P EOE A ARE FEoto] U EH Y A4 1 %
o 3 A 9] FS 7}9Fe 4= ) th(Wasserman and Faust, 1994;
Fischer, 2011; Battistella et al., 2013). 53], 53] -8 £ (patent
citation analysis)< 7|HFO.E gt A8 W ES T B4 7|& B
r A (actor) 9] 7| €A 4 555 ZA3 7]& of| A 2Hl o] A]
AA F2Z BAT S QthDosi, 1982). £3F 714 7+ 938 &
At 528 % 818 4= 2 th(Dosi, 1982; Chang et al., 2009).
71EA 2 553 #HHst 539 Q& HolHE &3 UE
A 2L 7EA 55 725 I  UH(Yoon er
al.,2003). 28 V| ES) 2 E4 oA A5 = of 8 A 3#E FollA]
A2 FA 4 (degree centrality), T4 54 “J(closeness centrality),
) 7] 541 /3 (betweenness centrality)< Al4Fste] 4] of &8¢
TH(Wasserman and Faust, 1994).
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Indicator

Description

Cites per Patent

Degree to what extent backward patents have cited portfolio

Technology Strength

Technological strength of patent portfolio

Patent Impact Index

Measures the technological activity of a specific patent portfolio using citation ratio

Current Impact Index

Degree to which other patent portfolios have cited a patent portfolio in the last five years

Technology Independence number of citations

Degree of technology independence through the number of patent citations compared to the total




4.4

ol}t

475 2}

W22 o 24 2 AR 2717 ko] A W]
B2l 7140 tis}el 4709) AHE 712 A5 OEMS} vl
2 THA o) 22 BAE AT 2 et oA
71912 R, 2152 OBM3} WEl?] F Al Eo] A
o PRI WAE 719 2k HeHA AR, T EA,
R&D Ak, o, vhE Ak, B, A2 Aok e vz

){t

2 A R, o213k Bl AH BHA HolE
THE 7B A5 S AP T A(link)2] FEL

Bl2] FFAtIA A5 A OEM .2 il H 2] ‘dE#A S YeR)
M, GE 0]99 Hl=U 2 BA M= P39 WS e
A sttt

7l AN ZE AASE ) N e 710 E B 7Y
o] i3 viElE 7l& 5318 oz 28 YESD 4
< Tl AAERRIth 74 s Es U 7I9(EE ) S e,
=E A7 719 Wi 7l B 5519 & Uehd
o F3= i3 719 7 5819 8 BAEA P29 2=

71 2 % U 58 EpAL), B8] SATLE 76749
Y3 22 35S YERATHNooy et al., 2005).
Mz 2 o 3 283 714 o) mA 2dle] A 4

AA 7l&3 Bl 2Y 2 of| A 288 HA| = IikE o' T]e
o] Aejz o7 WA}y wjEol Al2Ktime lag)S L& 3o 3
t}. Emnst(2001)= 714 A1) Az 719l g A5 A4E &

3 E3] 299 okl 7)Y A= okl “%J?{rﬁﬂé Zka 9l
H, S| % 239 A AR u|E 7P} UERE-S Bl FTh
Y ANHE AZA2EE H W= AL Ao 52 #4 5
Aol 7hssttte AE 18 df & ATolM = 7]E o ZA| 2~F

3} Bl ZY A | ZA|AE 7HY) AAE 2@ 33Y AeE Z
ZF AHEA S 22351 A4t 2o AxE gebstat) o

Table 5. Correlation Analysis Result between Variables
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A ATolA 71 A 111011 g e 2, e A
ZE, QTN FA e B8k E Aol 712
OEMel|A A7) 27} 2R 8k v &< o] %31191 7] 84t
Hl&l %] gok, W& thal 713k AjthE A e
Blg] 5Ake] A3t A= wiE g %%%(MWh)g

e}, Hl
JEO R

33T <Table 5> 97 2H52F OEM# 674 HiEl 2] F5AE
o2 W73 gy e 333, 53dF, A=

3k §-2 &3} J)oj(Pearson) 2] HHAFE Pr@'fi
olth, Alate B8 dA =S 171 Aot <~(OEM) %
2] FEFHEE F5A ] AlAEA 239 39S 7
Mgtk

e 2] FEARE i oE S5t v g 3wl o
3 ARATE B43 A3t 200813/201113/2014' Aol A wiE]
2] FEALe 8 wiE g 3uEde] Axbt2d R 3d
A H 2 A RS 23 e AoE YElTh
20053 ] 58 viEl 2] 5 FH T Akl A B 59
FHEE 2 Qe A S E e A OEMS tde
23 4BASE BA3 A3 201439 E55E A)AF 3
ujth<rete] Alab7E 2 d BTt 3ol A o w2 ()< dad
S Zk3 = Ao E Yeltth 2001132 3= lHE ¥
B AR 2@ 3o A BT F()9 dEg s 2o
A= Ao Z YRt 200553/20083 9] E5|4=9t A7)x} o
wf ot eohe] AR} 7 AR 713 Z 7] A} s oo
gt el e 7 o2 QI8 BA oA ATk S84}
e F5E 2 A4 B ol g FaA T T4
7|0l 2Y 2 o A 228 7 A3 A XH= 2008~2011, 2011~
2014, 2014~2017% UERSTE TRk F Aol A 25 Fof A
o2 Uehd 200539 7]Eol FAI 22 T A A o 4]
o] A2HE 1Est 3 d 0.2 ST 7| &- | 2Y 2 o FA A
q A3 FA42 9 AAE 7o 2 St

Bl
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=]
=
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Sales volume
Number of patent Battery supplier OEM
2 years 3 years 2 years 3 years
Pearson Correlation -.156 -.178
2005 Sig.(2-tailed) .844 .822 -
N 4 4
Pearson Correlation -.062 434
2008 Sig.(2-tailed) 961 714 -
N 3 3
Pearson Correlation -197 .143 -.286 -.136
2011 Sig.(2-tailed) 751 .819 .640 .827
N 5 5 5 5
Pearson Correlation 522 .662 .101 .162
2014 Sig.(2-tailed) 478 338 .830 .702
N 4 4 7 8
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Figure 2. Visualization the Business Ecosystem in 2008
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Figure 4. Visualization the business ecosystem in 2011
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Figure 7. Visualization the Technology Ecosystem in 2011
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Panasonice T4 OE LR 7|HS0lA T 7|1HEE EF
ojXg WslE FiAste AAth GME 7]EA A AR
Aol e FASL glov, aske uirlSAA FAE
71 Y SHAAY F4HE 98-S RoETh ZH/MAFA
o] B 0.7 o3kl Tesla® F2 7|44 & &, &-43}
Ao, k7 S A ke ofgh A 07 YEhdTt
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Table 6. Number of Patent Applications, Closeness/betweenness Centrality by Key Firms

Number of patent applications Closeness centrality Betweenness centrality
2008 | 2011 2014 | 2017 | 2008 | 2011 2014 | 2017 | 2008 | 2011 2014 | 2017
Toyota 15034 | 24955 | 34702 | 40382 | 0.93 1.00 1.00 1.0 24.68 | 14.90 540 | 9.71
Panasonic 15232 | 19954 | 24386 | 26252 | 0.93 0.96 0.96 0.96 12.40 9.21 1.56 | 2.85
LG Chem 4530 | 8561 | 17577 | 21155 | 0.76 0.90 1.00 1.0 7.70 7.88 | 1059 | 9.71
Samsung SDI 7346 | 12702 | 17201 | 18719 | 0.83 0.93 1.00 1.0 9.79 | 11.01 | 1090 | 9.71
Sanyo 6997 | 9204 | 11001 | 14306 | 0.89 0.96 1.00 1.0 9.48 8.25 462 | 4.80
GM 3972 | 7527 | 10404 | 11558 | 0.89 0.90 0.96 0.96 6.58 5.93 1.56 | 2.10
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Table 7. Technology Independence

Key firms 2005 2008 2011 2014

Toyota 0.41 0.43 0.43 0.43

Panasonic 0.46 0.48 0.50 0.50

LG Chem 0.12 0.24 0.31 0.38

Samsung SDI 0.32 0.37 0.41 0.42

Sanyo 0.37 0.38 0.40 0.39

GM 0.53 0.51 0.48 0.48

Tesla 0 0.08 0.15 0.23

Ford 0.26 0.33 0.31 0.33
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