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Co - opetition organizational ambidexterity and knowledge
generation strategies of alliance firms
LI Lin — wei
( School of Management Xi‘an Jiaotong University Xi‘an 710049 China)

Abstract: Alliance firms” knowledge generation strategies include knowledge creation within firm boundaries and knowledge acquisition
from partners. Based on knowledge — based view and transaction cost economics this paper examines how co — opetition influences
firms” knowledge generation strategies and how organizational ambidexterity ( exploration and exploitation) interacts with co — opetition
to affect knowledge generation strategies. Survey data from alliance firms in China demonstrate that exploration and exploitation influ—
ence the relationship between co — opetition and knowledge generation strategies in different ways. In particular the moderating effect
of both exploration and exploitation on co — opetition and knowledge creation is not significant. However the moderating effect of ex—
ploitation on the relationship between co — opetition and knowledge acquisition is more significant than that of exploration. The results
provide advices for alliance firms to choose effective knowledge generation strategies.
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Research and discussion on the establishment of special intellectual property pledged loan fund

—Based on the perspective of innovative use of fiscal capital
LI Xi —yi' ZHU Ying’
(1. Institute of Science and Technology Investment Chinese Academady of Science and Technology for Development

Beijing 100038 China; 2. Patent Examination Cooperation Center of the Patnent Office SIPO Beijing 100081 China)

Abstract: Intellectual property pledged loan is very important to solve the loan difficulty for the small and medium — sized enterprise
promote the industrialization of scientific and technological achievements and realize the strategic target of building an innovation orien—
ted country. This paper points out the problems and crux about intellectual property pledged loan launched by domestic banks and in—
vestigates the shortcomings of special funds funded by current government to support the intellectual property pledged loan from the the—
oretical and practical aspect makes a theoretical exploration of the innovative use of fiscal funds finally proposes the policy advice of
establishing an intellectual property pledged loan fund by government and discusses the operation and management mode of the fund.
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