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“ Individual patent decision meker will, on average, choose
to pay maintenance fees only when the percelved value of the
expected remaining economic benefit secured by the patent
exceeds the amount of the maintenance fee, taking into
account appropriate risk factor, anticipated rates of return,
ec’

<Jonethan A. Barney, Article 2007. 6>
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Relevancy Score
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Relevancy Score
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2007

, 18 )
2007 1 4 LOT ,
IP-MART (www.ipmart.or.kr) 1 21% .
2008
(Semi-Auction) ,
2008
” 13 2008
( )
2008
19 LOT 123
2008. 1
3)
3,632 78 (12LOT) 2%
394 43 (5LOT) 11%
LG 70 - -
KT( 2 2 (2LOT) 100%
4,098 123 (19LOT) 3%
< 32007 >
3) (07.11) 3 K-PEG ‘(07. 11. 25)
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