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Table 2 Calibration of antecedent condition variables and outcome variables
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' SEaHR 28 X, SEEAER
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duiNiial ODC 1= i BE 16 210 803. 102 1
45 A BB 5 i 1l o B i 1 / 0
®3 SEHREER P34 T AT B2 A AR AR E 0. 75, B BT IR B BA TR
Table 3  Necessity test results %%‘:ﬂﬂ 0.504 9{5&@“%ﬁ3§f§5@ E‘ﬁigﬁﬁﬁﬁ 0.334,
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Table 4 Configuration of antecedent conditions of high/low innovation intensity

e e A T R A% A i

Hl HZ HI% I‘1 I‘Z I‘ii
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Configuration Analysis of Patent Litigation Affecting Corporate Innovation

from the Perspective of Dynamic Competition
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(1. Shanghai International College of Intellectual Property, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China;
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Abstract : Against the increasingly tense situation of scientific and technological decoupling between China and foreign coun-
tries, the Chinese government is determined to accelerate scientific and technological self-reliance and self-improvement.
However, with the tightening of China’s intellectual property justice system and enforcement environment, the increasing
number of patent lawsuits has long gone beyond the scope of legal protection, reflecting obvious competitive intentions,
and having both positive and negative impacts on the innovation of the accused enterprises. Therefore, against the backdrop
of technological self-reliance and self-improvement, it is of great practical significance to focus on how patent litigation af-
fects the innovation of the accused enterprise from the perspective of dynamic competition and interaction.

Since the mechanism of patent litigation on corporate innovation involves many factors, most research on the relation-
ship between corporate patent litigation and innovation uses regression analysis methods to emphasize the independent im-
pact of patent litigation-related variables on corporate innovation, but few studies analyze the multiple joint effects of vari-
ous antecedent variables, which may lead to conflicting findings. Moreover, the existing literature on the relationship be-
tween patent litigation and corporate innovation is mainly based on static analysis from a resource-based perspective, and
lacks investigation from the perspective of dynamic competition. However, in the business environment where the intellec-
tual property legal system is becoming stricter and patent litigation is intensifying, previous research cannot fully reflect
the tendency and regularity of innovation decision-making in the interaction between the accused enterprises and the com-
petitors’ patent litigation. Therefore, research from the perspective of dynamic competition is conducive to the analysis of
the decision-making logic of the accused enterprise’s technological innovation in the context of patent litigation, so as to
deepen the comprehensive understanding of the internal and external factors of the evolution law of corporate innovation.

This paper introduces the perspective of dynamic competition and combines the " Awareness-Motivation-Capability
(AMOC)" model to sort out the antecedent variables affecting the accused enterprise’s innovation in the interaction process
of patent litigation, including litigation type, litigation intensity, market commonality, resource base, and offensive and
defensive capabilities. Then it employs the fuzzy-sets qualitative comparative analysis (fsQCA) method to investigate the
path of high or low innovation intensity caused by different combinations of antecedent variables.

The results show that, first, after encountering a patent infringement lawsuit, there is an obvious causal asymmetry
between the high and low innovation intensity of the accused enterprises. A single antecedent variable does not constitute
high or low innovation intensity (except ~ODC), and it must be combined with other variables to play a role, which
shows that the accused enterprises’ innovation behavior after the lawsuit is affected by the interaction of multiple varia-
bles. Second. in the configuration that leads to high innovation intensity, litigation intensity, market commonality. and re-
source base play a central role. The combination of five antecedent variables constitutes three paths to drive the accused en-
terprises to strengthen innovation. and can divide enterprises into litigation-incentive enterprises by market protection, re-
source reallocation, and risk aversion. Third, among the three configurations that lead to low innovation intensity, the core
existence of litigation intensity and the core lack of resource base and offensive and defensive capabilities are the decisive
factors for the weakened innovation of the accused enterprises, and these three configurations can be attributed to the same
path that causes the accused enterprises to reduce innovation, and thus the enterprises can be defined as litigation-passive
enterprises that stem from the interruption of resources and capabilities.

Hence, two management implications are proposed. First, awareness, motivation and capability are the key factors affecting
the accused enterprise’s innovation intensity in patent litigation. Therefore, when facing patent litigation, enterprises should effec-
tively identify the intensity of patent litigation, make predictions and innovative investment decisions according to the market envi-
ronment, its own resource base, and offensive and defensive capabilities. Second, the lack of resource base and offensive and de-
fensive capabilities is an important reason for the low innovation intensity of the accused enterprise, thus, the enterprises need to
effectively increase resource redundancy, patent reserves and relevant litigation experience.

Key Words: Patent Litigation; Corporate Innovation; Dynamic Competition; Awareness-motivation-capability; Fuzzy Sets

of Qualitative Comparative Analysis



