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ABSTRACT

In this study, we investigated how the presence or absence of inbound and outbound
activity types of open innovation affects corporate profits. As data to grasp the open
innovation activities of companies, we used the answers from 2008 to 2018 of the "Survey on
Research Activities of Private Companies" conducted by the National Institute of Science and
Technology Policy (NISTEP) of the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and
Technology. The analysis showed that inbound open innovation had a significant positive
effect on corporate profits, but outbound open innovation did not affect corporate profits. This
suggests that while companies have an incentive to actively incorporate external
technologies and carry out development, companies have no incentives to actively provide
their own technologies to the outside, or their incentives are very weak. In other words, it is
suggested that there are policy issues such as promotion of disclosure of technical

information of companies to improve productivity through open innovation.



