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PROPOSITIONS BELONGING TO THIS DISSERTATION: 
R&D Alliances, Knowledge Flows, and Innovation 
Three Studies on the Value of Collaborative R&D 

 
Hans T. W. Frankort 

 
1. The size of a firm’s R&D alliance portfolio and the research focus of the 

firm’s R&D alliances jointly determine the amount of technological 
knowledge flowing into the firm. (This dissertation, chapter 2) 

 
2. The interfirm network structure that results from firms’ engagement in 

interfirm R&D alliances matters for firm innovation. (This dissertation, 
chapter 3) 

 
3. Technological dynamism conditions the performance effects associated 

with alternative forms of R&D alliance governance. (This dissertation, 
chapter 4) 

 
4. Careful performance studies generate normative implications for firm 

behavior. (This dissertation, chapters 1 and 5) 
 
5. In research unlike in teaching, substance outweighs form. 
 
6. If multiple individuals teach different groups of students enrolled in a 

single course, then a solitary reliance on student-based teaching evalua-
tions ignores the incentives of students, and how these in turn affect the 
incentives of teachers who long to brag about their evaluations, those 
whose performance appraisal relies most on such evaluations, and the 
ones who do not worry about integrity. 

 

7. The Dutch habit of optimizing the appearance of a doctoral dissertation 
is disproportionate to the dissertation’s modern-day function as a repo-
sitory of separate articles. 

 

8. Like scores in ski jumping, teaching evaluations should be assessed only 
after discarding the highest and the lowest scores. 

 

9. The most useful answers are often questions. 
 
10. “No passion so effectually robs the mind of all its powers of acting and 

reasoning as fear.” (Edmund Burke, 1756) 
 
11. Inclusion of one overtly jesting proposition would suggest that all the 

others are to be taken as dead serious. 


