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Firm’s ability of product development
from expiration patterns of patent rights

ATSUSHI INUZUKA!

This paper tries to guess the “go or no-go” decision in product development from expiration patterns of patent rights and estimate
firm’s ability of product development. For an analysis, the author selected pharmaceutical industry which is useful for identifying
the links between patent rights and end products, and estimated each firm’s ability of product development. The analysis revealed
that upper-sales firms had an expiration pattern which is considered to be more efficient for product development than one of

lower-sales firms.
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Figure 1  The concept model of development funnel.
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Figure 2 Comparison of survival curves.
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Figure 3 Samples for considering the ability of product
development with Lorentz curve.
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Figure 4 Patent expiration pattern (upper-sales 9 firms).
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Figure 5 Patent expiration pattern (lower-sales 9 firms).
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Figure 6 Lorentz curve (upper-sales 9 firms).
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Figure 7 Lorentz curve (lower-sales 9 firms).
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Figure 8 Comparison of survival curves by terms of patents
(upper-sales vs lower-sales firms).
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Figure 9 Comparison of survival curves by terms of patents.
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Figure 10 Comparison of survival curves by years of patent fee.
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