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A systematic literature review of Coopetition.

‘An evaluation of Coopetition a new module for understanding reality of competition.’
1. Introduction
I would quote my journey re finding Zineldin (2004). Teaching the concept. Supervising dissertations at Masters level and planning for book publication.
2. Research background.
Problems of definition and disclosure
Cultural assumptions
Theoretical model provenance.
The research question is;
What are the necessary conditions for the existence and maintenance of coopetition in private sector corporations?

Looking for patterns, see the UCL guide. Therefore will review mixed methods in the source publications. Reviews may make inferences from theory or statistical evidence.

Sub questions.
a. Did the partners know each other before collaborating?
b. What cultural common  factors existed to allow formation of the relationship?
c. What barriers have been overcome to maintain the relationship?
d. How are the positive and negative impacts assessed by participants?
e. How likely are the partners to continue this form of relationship?

3. Method and sample 


3.1. Overview of the study
A systematic review is conducted to explore the tools, activities, and focus on Coopetition and its necessary conditions for establishment and continuation. 
Systematic reviews differ from more traditional literature reviews in that it is grounded on pre-defined criteria that are methodologically, justifiably, and consistently implemented, and it enables researchers to synthesise the results of previous studies and produce evidence-based statements (Gough, Oliver, and Thomas 2017; Zawacki-Richter et al. 2020). 

This paper synthesises a corpus of empirical  studies on coopetiton, attained after several steps of identification carried out systematically. 

To achieve a systematic and reproducible approach to attaining the reviewed studies, I have followed the  steps below – modified from Gough (2007, 218–219): 
· determining the review question and protocols.
· setting inclusion and exclusion criteria. 
· articulating the search strategy and choosing information sources. 
· screening the articles based on the inclusion/exclusion criteria. 
· mapping the results of the search strategy in a flowchart.
· extracting relevant descriptive data from included studies. 
· appraising the quality and the relevance of main findings and arguments.
· synthesising all collected evidence that answers the review questions.

3.2. Search strategy and selection procedure.
Table 1. Search string. 
	Topic
	Search string

	Negotiation process
	Senior, middle , functional management

	Nature of competition
	Competition for contracts. Competition for human resources

	Nature of cooperation
	Shared personnel. Shared capital.

	Legal safeguards
	Contract, IP protection, shared personnel, shared investment capital resources.

	Length of relationship
	Early, established, long standing

	Future planned collaboration
	Contract by contract. Integrated cultures and orgnasations.



Table 2. Final inclusion and exclusion criteria. 
	Criteria
	Inclusion
	Exclusion

	Publication Year
	2020
	Pre 2020

	Language
	In English and Mandarin
	Not in English or Mandarin

	Level of business
	National and International
	SMEs and local

	Relationship stage
	Developed/long standing
	Early negotiations

	Methodology
	Empirical, primary research
	Non-empirical research, reviews, commentaries

	Publication type
	Academic journal articles indexed in EBSCO Source, Scopus, or Management Today.
	Not a journal article (e.g. editorial notes, book reviews, book chapters)

	Industry sector
	Manufacturing and service
	Primary, agriculture, extractive etc.




Table 3. Initial search results. 
	Database searched
	Date of search
	Number of articles retrieved

	Management Today
	01 April 2024
	

	ABI EBSCO
	01 April 2024
	

	Scopus
	01 April 2024
	



3.3. Data extraction and coding process
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Source: Schmidt, K., Aumann, I., Hollander, I., Damm, K. & Graf von der Schulenburg, J-M. (2015). Applying the Analytic Hierarchy Process in healthcare research: A systematic literature review and evaluation of reporting. BMC Medical Information Decision Making 15, 112 (2015). https://doi.org/10.1186/s12911-015-0234-7
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3.4. Study characteristics. 
3.4.1. Geographical and methodological characteristics of the corpus
The previous studies have predominantly originated from the USA (71.6%, n = 48), followed by the UK (9.0%, n = 6), and EU (7.5%, n = 5). Other studies are undertaken in PRC, Ghana, the Netherlands, Portugal, New Zealand, Sweden, South Africa, Saudi Arabia, and Spain, each sharing an equal number of contributions (n = 1). In parallel with these results, across the 67 articles, the reviewed
3.4.2. Coopetition  characteristics
· Informal communications
· Formal regular meetings
· Integrated organisational links, similar to mergers.

4. Results and discussion
4.1. What cultural requirements are needed for establishment of a relationship?
4.2. What are the intended objectives of the relationships for the participants?
4.3. What are the associated challenges with the cases identified?
5. Conclusion and implications
There is great diversity in reported cases. 
Some are not acknowledged. 
Some are unconsciously entered into. 
Some are virtually ,mergers or examples of actionable unfair practices.
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Figure 1. Systematic review flow chart.
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