Pulkit/Aftab,
Please note that all three pieces of information below are copied and pasted directly from their internet sources. Therefore, you need to paraphrase or at least summarise the main points in order to avoid plagiarism, all except (1) which is from a dictionary.
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
[bookmark: coopetition__2]Definitions of Coopetition:- 
(1) collaboration between business competitors, in the hope of mutually beneficial results. 
Accessed verbatim (word-by-word) from the Oxford Dictionaries website on 21.03.2013  http://oxforddictionaries.com/definition/english/coopetition
(2) Simultaneous competition and co-operation between a company and external players such as rivals, government agencies, suppliers, distributors, and partners. Co-opetition goes beyond competition and co-operation, combining the advantages of both. It develops win-win scenarios in which a business strives to gain more, not necessarily by taking market share or profit from a contender, but by creating a bigger market in complementary areas. Companies often work with selected rivals, suppliers, distributors or alliance partners to collectively enhance performance by sharing complementary resources and committing to common goals (such as improving industry standards, research and development, and consumer or market awareness). At the same time, they compete by taking independent action in other areas (such as product quality, market share, sales growth and cost effectiveness).
In general, co-opetition arises due to growing interdependence between businesses as well as increasing demand for strategic flexibility and collective action in certain areas or functions.
Example - Siemens AG and Motorola jointly developed the world’s first 300mm wafer (semiconductor) production facility in Dresden, Germany. The two companies also work together on automation and control, communication networks, mobile communication, and information technology. 
Accessed verbatim (word-for-word) from the Financial Times Lexicon website  http://lexicon.ft.com/Term?term=co_opetition 

(3) Dagnino, G.B. & Padula, G. (2002).  Coopetition Strategy: A new kind of interim Dynamics for value creation - paper presented at EURAM – The European Academy of Management Second Annual Conference - “Innovative Research in Management” 

In management literature the hybrid behavior comprising competition and cooperation has been named coopetition. Whereas a number of authors (Brandenburger & Nalebuff, 1996; Lado, Boyd & Hanlon, 1997; Gnyawali & Madhavan, 2001) have emphasized the increasing importance of coopetition for today’s interfirm dynamics, scientific investigation on the issue of coopetition has not gone much farther beyond naming, claiming and evoking it. Therefore, whilst, on one hand, we acknowledge the weaknesses of conventional approaches, on the other, we underline that coopetition is clearly an under researched theme. In light of its limited (if not null) theoretical foundations, we take a necessary exploratory approach to the topic.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Information regarding collaboration, i.e. a subject similar to coopetition:-
(60) Dylan Jones, E. (2011).  Why is Wales not exploiting a multi-billion funding pot? Western Mail (Cardiff, Wales ) 
 
Unfortunately, the data seems to suggest that whilst Wales has received E39m under the FP7 programme, this amounts to only 2.1% of the total funding received by organisations in the UK. If Wales had received the amount of funding that it should get as proportion of its population, then another E50m would have been allocated to research projects in Wales. One could argue that Wales may be handicapped by being a small region and that it could not compete with the more prosperous parts of Europe where there is a higher concentration of research active organisations able and willing to take advantage of such funding. Yet, research into the previous round of the Framework programme showed that while the amount of EU funding per head of population received by Wales was E16, in Catalonia it was E185 and for Brittany, it was E218. Flanders, with a population just over twice that of Wales , received three-and-half times more funding through the Sixth Framework programme, an amount equivalent to E352m. 
Why is this happening? Why is Wales not taking advantage of this multi-billion-pound funding opportunity? One of the key issues recognised by the Committee is that collaboration between industry and academia appears relatively weakly developed in Wales . In particular, the so-called "triple helix" model - where government, academia and industry work closely together - and which is strongly advocated within programmes - is found to be a very rare occurrence within the Welsh economy. Another suggestion as to why Wales is punching well below its weight could be, paradoxically, the access to European Structural Funding and the report points out that there has been a tendency to concentrate on Structural Funds as opposed to transnational EU programmes. 

Game Theory
The following words have been copied and pasted from the website Investopedia. Thus, try to summarise or at least paraphrase, in order to avoid plagiarism and use the following reference information:-
http://www.investopedia.com/terms/g/gametheory.asp (accessed on 21.03.2013
	 
	Definition of 'Game Theory'
A model of optimality taking into consideration not only benefits less costs, but also the interaction between participants. Game theory attempts to look at the relationships between participants in a particular model and predict their optimal decisions. 

	
	Investopedia explains 'Game Theory'
One frequently cited example of game theory is the prisoner's dilemma. 

Suppose there are two brokers accused of fraudulent trading activities: Dave and Henry. Both Dave and Henry are being interrogated separately and do not know what the other is saying. Both brokers want to minimize the amount of time spent in jail and here lies the dilemma. The sentences vary as follows: 

1) If Dave pleads not guilty and Henry confesses, Henry will receive the minimum sentence of one year, and Dave will have to stay in jail for the maximum sentence of five years. 
2) If nobody makes any implications they will both receive a sentence of two years. 
3) If both decide to plead guilty and implicate their partner, they will both receive a sentence of three years. 
4) If Henry pleads not guilty and Dave confesses, Dave will receive the minimum sentence of one year, and Henry will have to stay in jail for the maximum five years.
Obviously, pleading guilty is the most attractive should the other plead not guilty since the sentence is only one year. However, if the other party also chooses to plead guilty, both will have to serve three years. On the other hand, if both parties plead not guilty, they'd have to serve two years in jail. Consequently, the risk of pleading not guilty is a five-year sentence, should the other choose to confess.



