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Abstract 
Innovation has become an eloquent topic among researchers and the market, but it is important to understand 
where we are innovating and at what costs and how efficiently this has been done. Promoting innovation 
performance index based on patent production, R&D investment and the number of researchers being a tool to 
assist managers in measuring how the resource is used. According to the analysis made using the countries in the 
list of the top 10(ten) patent applicants, we have identified that the first place is not the most efficient in 
employing researchers by a patent granted or in the efficiency of the resource employed vs. the granting of 
patents. This study shows that much of the resource that has been employed with researchers and research has a 
low return for the country. The money invested by Rep. Korea, showed the best efficiency in volume of 
researchers producing innovation, and China presents the best numbers in volume of production, and money by 
patent applied. Research has shown that eastern countries are at the forefront of researcher performance index 
and dressed in the production of a patent, bringing efficiency to the resources employed.  
Keywords: patent, indicators, performance, management 
1. Introduction  
Performance index exists since the early days of accounting created by Frei Luca Pacioli in the mid-1450s (Silva 
& Cavalcanti, 2004), the focus of adjusting and reflecting the performance of a company by number has been 
instrumental in creating a system. Modern management systems based on performance and optimization of the 
resources applied in a given system. 
Innovation is embedded in companies as vitally important (Marc, Marston, & Roth, 2018) for business continuity, 
but there is a management gap between how much we can invest in innovation and how it is performing and 
performing. Researchers or collaborators work to produce innovation. Optimizing Resources (Pagar, 2017) is 
described as a way to adjust processes and their methods with the resources available to their collaborators or 
managers. 
The introduction of the innovation management index approached as a factor of facilitation and control by 
managers not only of companies but of countries to the point of understanding how their country's scientific - 
economic production is based on the investment that is being made over the years of time. This tool in line with 
economic figures extracted from World Bank reports becomes a tool for managing investment and where to 
allocate resources compared to other countries. 
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As a country's research structure grows, it must be measured based on its productions, and a point of production 
measure that generates competitive advantage (Porter, 1985) is the patent, which guarantees its holder an 
exclusivity limited to time to explore your innovation. And patent also gives a way for managers to understand 
what has been produced of innovation with investments applied in the country. 
2. Methodology 
This article represents a manner of represents the rate of the innovation, compressed in a group of indicators 
based on-premises developed by the researchers, the exploratory method had been used collect the data about the 
researchers per million, the rate of investment in R&D (research and development) and as to base all the calculus 
we used the total patents deposits and the total patent grants made only by local researchers and companies. 
The exploratory method presented (GIL, 2007) defines and recommend the research need to have, 
bibliographical knowledge and examples that stimulate comprehension. The example used had been retrieved 
from de Balanced Score Card system (Gibbons & Kaplan, 2015), who was used to measure and control the 
immeasurable. 
The research is primarily based on the 10 biggest patentees appointed on the WIPO 2019 Intellectual Property 
indicators, in order: China, United States of America "U.S", Japan, Republic of Korea, Germany, Russian 
Federation, France, United kingdom "U.K", India (Note 1), Italy, and all of this data has been collected from the 
WIPO database for researchers. 
To understand about the creation of the indicators, the use of Quantitative Indicators that can reflect the output 
about the activities according to a plan executed by governments and companies that could invest in innovation 
as a way of living. The Methodology created by George T. Doran (Doran, 1981), that introduces the specification 
in each letter that the manager could control a specify his order of greatness. 
 
Table 1. The smart proposal 

Letter Definition Use 
S Specific Target a specific area for improvement 
M Measurable quantify or at least suggest an indicator of progress 
A Assignable specify who will do it 
R Realistsic state what results can realistically be achieved given available resources 
T Time Related specify when the result(s) can be achived 

Source: Adaptation from the authors (Doran, 1981). 

 
Based on the model, the letter "M" has been chosen to create the indicators based on simple mathematics, using 
Split or a fraction to understand the evolution of innovation production based on patent productions of the 
residents from the countries. Our formula is based on mathematical principles. 𝑔 =  Δ𝑦Δ𝑥  . 𝑡 
g = Indicator of efficiency  Δ𝑦 = Variation of the value money spended selected trough time  Δ𝑥 = Variation of the patent production selected trought time (WORLDBANK, 2019) (MUNDI, 2019).  𝑡 = 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒 𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑠𝑢𝑟𝑒𝑑. 
And the simple mode to create a visualization of the rate of efficiency, is spliting the economic number selected 
with the patent production of the same year. 𝑔 =  𝑥𝑦 

g = Indicator of efficiency. 𝑥 =  Economic value selected.  y =  Patent Volume produciton selected.  
To reach the results, an analysis measuring the numbers achieved with all the tables compressed, will indicate 
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companies to provide resources to the countries, but we have to analyze how much we invest in R&D, how many 
researchers are involved and how many products or patents are granted with all the investments made in these 
areas. 
Indicators as propose in this study came to explain the differences between efficiency and productivity, using 
two different ways to understand and provide the creation of these new terms to reach a new level of 
management innovation using the government's money. The actual means for measure innovation is based on the 
OSLO Manual (EUROSTAT, 2018), including all the definitions and measurements for all the types of 
innovation. But to define and measure innovation in which countries are investing money from the contributors 
is important to create data about the rate and the efficiency of all the researches using data available to all the 
citizens. 
If we look at the results of the indicators, we can analyze which country invest better, and which country has the 
best team of researchers based only in a few numbers. China has the best total number of the patent application, 
but don’t have the best production indicator based on the number of researchers, the USA has the major amount 
of money invested but doesn't have the major numbers in total applications, total patents granted even efficiency 
stay behind other countries. 
The WIPO has a Scale that put all the countries and their volumes of patenting, we gave that number at the 
beginning of this article, but we have to introduce a new way to compare who spend better the money and has 
the best researchers. If we can comprehend that we can lean with the results and improve de production o 
innovation with less Expenditure, not only in money but in time and resources too. 
 
Table 6. Resume of indicators (2017) 

Country 
1 - Efficiency by 
researchers generating 
innovation 

2 - Efficiency of researchers 
in patents applications 

3 - Expenditure in USD per 
patent application 

4 - Efficiency based on 
money Expenditure 

China 0,21 0,81  $ 207.598,22   $ 795.430,75  
France 0,04 0,05  $ 3.926.847,83   $ 5.540.868,39  
Germany 0,03 0,12  $ 2.398.413,78   $ 10.746.760,79  
India 0,01 0,05  $ 1.416.558,81   $ 12.967.298,58  
Italy 0,04 0,07  $ 3.063.635,51   $ 5.837.522,42  
Japan 0,21 0,36  $ 659.296,08   $ 1.127.471,23  
Korea, Rep. 0,26 0,46  $ 440.601,58   $ 773.107,83  
Russian Federation 0,05 0,06  $ 769.730,42   $ 832.805,04  
United Kingdom 0,01 0,05  $ 3.414.647,54   $ 14.349.305,50  
United States 0,10 0,19  $ 2.091.797,64   $ 3.880.172,31  
 
As we can see in table 5, the countries that invest more money on the R&D area ( USA and CHINA), does not 
have the best efficiency and the best number, China has the biggest to numbers when involve the total number, 
because they produce a lot of patent applications, and when they as used splitting other numbers they create great 
results, instead of Korea Republic, has minor numbers but the conversion efficiency rate in patents of innovation 
products is higher and with less money per patent of innovation. 
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Table 7. Resume of indicators (2009) 

Country 
1 - Efficiency by 
researchers generating 
innovation 

2 - Efficiency of researchers 
in patents applications 

3 - Expenditure in USD per 
patent application 

4 - Efficiency based on 
money Expenditure 

China 0,06 0,20  $ 371.169,53   $ 1.296.751,94  
France 0,04 0,06  $ 4.220.539,01   $ 6.448.807,98  
Germany 0,03 0,15  $ 1.989.365,89   $ 9.105.907,32  
India 0,01 0,04  $ 1.606.611,09   $ 6.568.943,79  
Italy 0,16 0,09  $ 3.027.738,51   $ 1.635.301,63  
Japan 0,24 0,43  $ 598.694,92   $ 1.067.768,03  
Korea, Rep. 0,17 0,52  $ 233.903,07   $ 708.088,17  
Russian Federation 0,06 0,06  $ 599.222,06   $ 582.972,59  
United Kingdom 0,01 0,06  $ 2.592.802,59   $ 20.660.403,51  
United States 0,06 0,17  $ 1.911.166,40   $ 5.064.052,69  
 
When we Compare a historical series we can see the changes that reflects in the future of innovation, Japan in 
2009 has the best rate of researchers producing innovation (patents granted), when the Republic of Korea has the 
best rates investing the money on applications that will be transformed in patents years ago, and Russia had the 
best number in comparison of efficiency of the money invested producing patents with less money than the 
other. 
5. Conclusions 
Innovation management is currently in question, tools have been sought to measure advances in research and 
development that bring resources and differentiate countries in the world market. The road to an extremely agile 
market is innovation followed by its main patent control tool. The composition of indicators for more agile 
monitoring assists in creating value in how long-term investment and follow-up of innovative processes help 
managers improve their resource allocation decisions at both the micro and macro levels. 
The proposal to create economic indicators portrays a way of understanding the past to study the future, 
translating into numbers and comparing what was done in each moment of the country's economy, and how the 
resources and work of the researchers were allocated. These numbers are an important tool and highlight what 
has been much addressed about efficiency, investment and the growth of the eastern market against western 
competitors. 
When comparing the rates and the results of the proposed index we can see that in the 10-year historical analysis, 
CHINA, JAPAN, and KOREA REP, have always been ahead of the world competitors, and now reap the fruits of 
the investments made over the years. The work had the limiting factors of data specifically oriented to an 
analysis in front of researchers and their numbers and is guided by a further study on the separation between 
researchers from basic science and applied science. 
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Note 
Note 1. The numbers of India was not been extracted from the WORLD BANK DATA, we use a local source to 
find it (PTI, 2019). 
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