EMY—EXERIZHE T S SHEEO @t - ABFEE~OEE

ZERN 1| DIWL NG & 3 3 o e o
A BB JLNRZAREE P TE b

1. [FLCBIC

FRR 31T B 2 HEME (diversity) & #5727 (organizational learning) @D BIfRIL, = I
B 5 HLE RS T 5, ZARMEDSHIR BT 5 2 D508 DV TiE, (RIERNR L TR
FRROMH A FFRAIIRE SN TV DN, EFEENLIZ—HE L TV /2W (van Knippenberg
& Schippers, 2007; Williams & O’Reilly, 1998), #712, ZARMEDOFEIEIZ K > TRZR DR
U2 AMREMEDMER STV D b DD RIEHIZARNE & R ZARNE DS M ORI 5
R % AR A [RIRF IR L7ZAFZEIZ R B T o,

AWFZEClrE, B — 2Kk (LLF. PSFs: Professional Service Firms) (25434 T,
ZARNME & MR8 OBIfR &2 EREHICHRFT T 5, PSFs (3SR A TRAVETR & T 2720,
FRRE R 70 MR 528 I3 DB FHEAL DOYRIR & 72 Dk T 5 (van Rooij & Merkebu, 2015; von
Nordenflycht, 2010), KT EITFFROES, LA, ME. ICHO T v XA &2 5 H, TORE
TRk % 2 ETRE S LD D, RBFFETIE, Fraf BT a2 et R & T 2720 FraPide
AR ORCRIEIE & U TR 2, FraPedeRid, Frat ol as &8 L 7o Bivy - 589
HERZ S RANTICH U, R mimfe |23 1) 28 & 5o lk T~ D 88 ) &2 k3~ 5 72D | fHiik T
BORREZRET 2HEURIEELE B DD,

FRIZ, BARDOFFEFFRBINL, AFEO —F 7 = AF a VARG 2720 O 0Hrxis &
LTI CTh 5, FrafFgsind, OEEICHEMbI N BE Th o tnfn L
LA TH Y | QSRR BT DB 2 1 N—F D RERH Y | OFFFFHIE & BREk LV O B
FERREPETE DLW REAEFFD, S 612, BARE W S FEFEFERSUIRIT, SRR
D ALRIE G NE & Rkt 2 T o Rt %,

KAWL TIL, SZHRMEZ REIIZARNE (surface-level diversity) & TRJERIZEEME (deep-level
diversity) {Z[XJBIl L (Harrison etal., 1998), HARDRFFFHEINCIIT 2 FNENDEEZE T
T 5, BRI, REHZHEEE LTYx U =265 RENZERMES L TEMEO
ZARME L RBRZARME 2 AT L. SO DR OB (R siR) 105 2 2 B & Gk
BRSNS

2. BERMER ERER  HADRE L TOSHM
SAERMEASHLI T KT HBIC OV, I o ORNLY 5 BB LT 5

U RBRZE X, IST WAARBFZEE BRERAFIE 7 1 775 A JPMISP2136 D X% %) CTiThi
F L7,



(van Knippenberg et al., 2004; van Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007),

BT, #2807 TV —{LEEER (social categorization theory) (2D LD TH Y |
AN&ZIZH G SRRt 2 & O 1T L TR A & CRERIM-E ) ~T 214 ) Bie D
EMEE b Ot & ORICREREEZED MmN H S & 9% (McPherson et al., 2001; Tajfel, 1978),
ZOHRBICEE, BRIV —TNOaIa=r—varRadil—ra v EILE
L, FE A 07E e AICADREL 52, kT E ORI T S5 AeEr & 5,

5 ORRIE, - B E RS (information/decision-making perspective) (2D < H D
Th O, ZERMITEZR D5, A%, SRETF—2Ib7e 679 2 & T AlLERI RIS
RS 2T 5 L) BFTH D (Bassett-Jones, 2005; Cox et al., 1991), Z ORI
AT BRI A S =3 b DR TERN 7R KOS | AR D T2 oD DB 7 H A 2 1R
L. FofBISHERETE O Z =D 5,

ZINHDXNLT HEEEHAT H8E LT, Harrison et al. (1998) 1XZ4k1ME% K EHIZEk
P LRI X BNT 5 2 & 2R E L TV D, RESARMEIIN DR FZRReE (R,
i, AFEZR L) TP L, #E2n 7 TV — (b a R LoV, —J7 RERIZ RN
flE@l, Fnak, A7 EICRE L, FIRLEHO SRR (RE S DA H D,

MRS ORRRIT, MR LR 2855 L, £ 2BEFO /M & e L, FERIZIEH
T DHHRES & 3% (Argote & Miron-Spektor, 2011), PSFs @ K 9 22 gk ERRHRR CI1X, #
M E OBRITFICEETH Y | BEMEOMIEE)LHEM T —E2ADE & LTINS,
FFEF B T O SUNR T, FFar eI a7 O R 2 IE T 2 U722 618 & 72 5, Frafi
FENDRGRE TO T rE A TIE, FEE DO OEMEE IS U, FrragREi0H 2 i
ET 5728 MEkOFEREI DN EREKMR I 506 THh D (Gittelman & Kogut, 2003; Somaya,
2012), AHFFETIL. Z ORI FE SN T, RBHIZEENE & RIEHI SR N S
BITIZIR T ik E OMR (FFarseR) (252 228 matd 2,

(1) Pz —SHMEBBFEORR

Vo = ZRRMEII R BRSO KRN RERRTH 5, (2T T Y —(LEERIC X
AT, V= T RIS S N DB R FHETH D | TS TOME OGRS 7 —T TR
A % 52 % (Joshi & Roh,2009), ¢, BYENEMZ HDHEMETIL, Y& —
WS RARAT LA Z A T HELRT < (Reubenetal., 2014), Z VAN FRMER] O 1 108
kA A IR D "TREME DN B %

HARDOFFFFEEFUIMEHANC BB TH O . BRI LRI LT 2024 4F 3 ARFA TR
PEFEL LT RED 17%ImE 7R, 2O KD 220K T Ik, etk Lide~o1 /2 U7
4 LT h—=271b&n09 < (Kanter, 1977) BEEMT AT VT4 T4 X0V 2 X —-
TATT AT A BBIEL LTV, ZORER, V= X —IC D WM AT,
kI S ENN T S IHE S D ATEEMES $ D (Cummings, 2004; McPherson et al., 2001), =
D DOIERET, MARDOTE 7 vt 2205, RIS E O (FFPRER) I2AD



WEERTTLEEZOND,

— 5T, 1l - BEEREHEGRORAN I, ¥z X — SRR 7 2 LR R R 7
T —FEH7e0 L, MROFRABI RN 5 6 D AR B D (Dstergaard et al., 2011),
JN—T7HOMEX, RpHHEHR, GA, ik, AX i b7 57 (Coxetal, 1991), ZD
BRI L WA T, FEOME T A5 L D | FERCEGR e E O E TEN A X
FEESIT D Z LN TE D (Marlow & Lacerenza, 2024), ZMENRWH Z LT, V7 M~y
AL R AFNRERRTE 7 vt AN UE S, fIEMEFHEN S E D (Dstergaard et al.,
2011), ZAUE. AN OFE ZARES D AR B D

Lo T, BFO _2Ox i+ 2R E2RET 5.

RFL la : FFFEBaTICBiT ¥ = 4 — 0 (MR LIS 1, MkTE Ok
R FraPReR) LAOHEARD 5,

RFL 1b @ FrF B ATIC BT 5 ¥ = 4 — M (MR L oEIE) 1. MkTE Ok
R (FFPRERR) L EOHEN® D,

(2) EMHID LM L EBFEDORRE

REFHEI D ZARNE (expertise diversity) 1E, #A% A o S—23MFA T 2 HMBYEGEE, A ¥/, 68
TOSEEMEEZFE L. REZEEORETH D,

FT, SN T TV —REERIC I EANIHMERRE LA T 5T S — T TR
TOHMEAARH Y, FNUNAROM AL TR L —2 a3 VOIRTIZORNR D AREER 5
LRI TW% (Carton & Cummings, 2012; Georgakakis et al., 2017), T — AN O FEIEk O W
J& (faultline) 2358[EToH D &, F— LDREECHERUC D72 D AlREME S & 5 (Cooper et al.,
2014), FRAFEOFTENmWVERTIEL, FPAEGROM A LIE D U A7 BRGNS
(Cooper et al., 2014), PSFs [JHEAE(L S 7= 7 mt 2 LV ERITHFIC L DB IR & KT
L CW\% (Morris & Empson, 1998), FEFFEIZE T 5% < OHGEERBKTER e E 2 FF o 7= 9,
eyt 7 7 — TR O MR O BAREARER R 2 0 | ZHIC K o TEHDEME T
HAREMEDS B % (Ricoetal,2007), & HIZ, ZARLEMIEROMENEEL <. HE LoOHE
OEMH EOEMEEOHIR, AEFEMEDIR NIZ O NS AIEEM:23® % (Bunderson & Sutcliffe,
2002; Huckman & Staats, 2011), BEFEIDZERMEN @WERETIL, HEROX v v 72D 57
DI, F0ZLDaia=lr—2a UBNNRRELE 0 | BN O (R
gR) AT SE LA D (Rico et al., 2007),

—J5 T, EH - BERRERROGAOIX, PSFs (28T, FMEIOZENE TRk D0
AR A PR U B2 DR B O OGO A G A EtE T 5 R H % (Dahlinetal.,
2005; Garcia Martinez et al., 2017), FEFIEIDOZERMEIL, T — LN ORIER B & L
BN Z @D D, SRR AEFFO A L3 — %, B DH RO R 2RI L, £EM7R
FIREJR 2 B2 7% (Cox & Blake, 1991; Ostergaard et al., 2011), & 512, BEFENO ZARME
%, KRR OWLINLAEE ) (absorptive capacity) # D, FMAEROES & A 2R T 25 (Cohen



& Levinthal, 1990), ZALH D7 & A%, MikTE OE &R A m LS, HrEI kT
BORRSE FFrser®) 2mod &2 b5,

Lo T, WFED oD HIRREIRET 5,

KA 2a : R EBSANCIT D EMMOZERMEIL, MR E OME (FrRrses) Ao
BN ® 5,

KA 2b : R BN D EM MO SERMEIL, MR E OE (FrrseE) LIED
BN ® 5,

(3) RERZHMLABFTORR

FRBRZARMEIL, ARk A N — ORERBREER O SR EZIE L. T BIREMZ MO —F
RECTH D, LR L LD A L R—= 5705 F— A TiE, T 7 R ORWEIT
RS & FEUNER (Faraj & Sproull, 2000) &, # IR OB H O BT ER-0H ik 72
(Song et al., 2003) N FFERIIZHERET D AIREMEN & 5,

WA T TV ARG OB BT, BREROEN K EWIGE | MERN OHE & IR
AU, EILE BT D IERFRIEIC D723 B Al REME B (van der Vegt et al., 2006), Ff
(2, Bk & B & AT 5 B AROMEBESHE O ClE, EBROE W A 2/ N— D E RN /N
S, V=T A A= ORI B ICERE S DA D D, Z D KD ZRIRPL TR,
PRBRZARME DS FIRR AT W R 78 2 PHE L. Mk ok (FrPsds) 2K FS €5
RN D D,

— 7T, 1R - BROERRR OULED B 1T, BB ARME I THERRN O R R 2 BN L
F7p DI E R SN MRS O A 2 RET 2, S EIERBRREREICH D A N
—OFAAERIX, BB ORECHABRGLIE O A 2 21 L (Nonaka & Takeuchi, 1995), Z U
D3RR E 2 b U, R om LIC o723 5 AlgetED & 5 (Hara & Schwen, 2006),

LN T, LR DR T AR AR T 5.,

A 3a : FERFHEBATICIIT DRI, MR O (Friraeks) A
Wb,

G 8b : FERFHEBATICIT DR AR, MR E O (Fraraek) & IEOFR
Wb,

3. IRAE

1 7—42tv bk

AIFFTROT—2 % v ML, LLFOFIECHE L, £9. SRS HBEES & B a5l
KO HAROFFFFEBT 7 X v 72T, BAL200 40 Y 2 M &ER L7, RIZ, BA
FELEXOAFEN D 1999 75 2009 ORI 24 H ORFFFRBEITICHTE L Wzt
DOIF AU LTz, IS, BARIBMEIIRTT (IP) OF — & ~—2Z 2020 ¥ L UVEHE
BHEOFFFFE SRR R — B2 (HYPAT-2) & W C, FrBlT — X 2 UG L=, /ot ofE



FEVE 2 WS D720, BT O 3 AR O/ EEITS L OKFiEfH
BT (HEOEZFEBITTRWVE . L TTF—ZICKRBOH D FEEFT 2RI LT, ik
Y720 7T 143 ORFF BT CTH D . 1,420,033 KT — X 25 ATV D,

(2) =%

PRI GRS E ORCRFEERR) & LT, FraPBd R a8 Lo, Zhud, SRt
LEFFFEITN I LR 5 b REICES SN HFOETH 5, SREFHIBED
BERRIMAZ BT 52 L CHRONTEERTH L, ZOEEREWITE, MRTE ORR &
W EERBEWT D, SAEEIIRO=2Th o, H IV = ¥ =2t Th D, ZOEK
X, YIS BRORFFEEINCB T 2 ZEORIE TH 5, 5 IXEMMOLERETH 5,
X, R ORRFEG T MR T L 7 E R B O Bl o By o IS
X o TR L7, Hall (2002) IZff> CTEELIZNAN—T 4 X —)b « N—2 a2~ B
(Herfindahl-Hirschman Index: HHI) % MV 7z, & = 13RBREERIETH 2, Tk, YEEICE
T D RGORFFEHSFT O L L U CORBRBEBICHESHTHEL. (v /- U o
— T —ZkEMEFE% (Shannon-Wiener diversity index) ZFIH L. L @4 & L 0.01 Z
72). HEARIE, V—F —OEEYIR, A R—OBEE, A U N—BER AR, A4
7 4 A SR ORI, FH T, BEE. R SR OERIE, FREF O S —
DR FEEFS IR SCEONEE, FEFEAGBE @ OB R e S &R Lz,

(3) HEEF &

AW TIIANRNT = Z A B Lic, £ "UASUREELFEML, HEDRET
Ne T UELHRET LD EDL LM ERT LIoRER,. BEDRET AN FFES NI,
WNAEMEDORIBIZXHLT D720 TR TOMSIEL EMFIEEIZ 1| FOT T ERE LT, *
7o SRRMEEB ORI R A RETT 5720, ZIREZEOTET AVHHEE LTz, 28X
Stata (v17) ZfEH L7=,

4. FHHER

HEGHRE RN D, Y= v A2k (MR EEOEIE) ISR RE ORME (FFPEiER)
\CADEBEHE 252 ERENTZ (B=-0.064,p<0.05), ZDOFERIT, V= X —ZREMEN
TGN OIS W 2 42 © &, Falkdbf OREEE L 72 5 LW ) i 7 3 U — (LR D
PREXFFTHHDOTH D, —J7, HIVAMOZEMEITHABR TS O (FFrBes) ITIED
WA G252 ENHLTRoT (B=0.194,p<0.01), ZOFERIT, ZALZR B OF I
BRI OFAES 2Rt U, RO TIIE 2 ED 5 &0 O FH - B R EHER O
REZETETHHDTH D, MEREHENMEIC OV T, MRS O R (B ErsiER) L o
ISR E B RRBIRITA O N2 h o T2, LMo T, G la &R 2b 13 3R S iz 23,
i 3a LG 3b X EB O L REF SN o7, BIDHHICBWTENZN DO LA SK



DRI BA LTS, Wb REHICAE TiZero T,

5 BR

AWFFETIE, RIS T 2 AR & MR E ORRICOWT OO EE R BGRAIILRE &
LT, BT, RIBIZERNE & RIBRIZARME DR 7 E ORI R R B a2 52 5 &
V9 PRERAEY T (Harrison et al., 1998; van Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007) % S£3ERIIC SCFF
DRELE SR U7e, RIBRIZERME (2 = o =28k D7 ) — (b7 m & X 48
U CHAE O R ELET 5 — 5T, WRENZEEE GEFImOZEENE) ER - BRIRE
Tt 2% U E ORRAMRET D &0 5 st IRAYZR R S 0T e o 72,

5T, AR, 2RO RICET 2 SUEHI SUIRO EEEME A 7R LT, A AR DR
IR 5 Y = o X —ZRRMEO A ORENT, WTEEE & ik U T o thapy& & ks
K VBEER AARDO UL SURIZB N T, Yz ¥ =27 TV — (b LV il
S ZELEBRBRLTND, ZDZ &id, ZERMEOZNRDN B Tl <. SUBAY - HIEER
SCIRIZ & » TRgE S5 Al REME 27~ LT 5 (Joshi & Roh, 2009),

HERERE LT, AFREOREIL, PSFs (81T 2 M & MRkTE O BEfRICOWTE
BIORBR RS 5, VU X —ZERMEOADOEEIL, KBS RMEN LT L OMEBTEEIC
TITADRAE BTSSR LR L, SRR RO UMK EZ R L TS, AARD
&0 RBEM TR THERIEEI D EN RS T, P ¥l RS T2 —
(LD FERILA O BN 8 2 BET D AT & D Dk L7y, — 5T, B DLEk
PEDIEDREIL, RENZERMESER T E IS 6 TlEEA R L TR Y | FFrFEir iz
Bk 7 RPN D BN A R RE AR DO BRI B0 IS A IR U Rk Ek i o m) LIcFHF 5 Lz &
R T E D, BT, BRBREARIEO RN L O o7 2 L1, IERADEP S -
ATREMERC, B AR O SN E L o vt 2 e LT D,

EHBHEFRE LT, PSFs DR YA hAOREE L CROEBEF BN, H—IC,
R E B OBLE D BIX, B O ZERMEZ IS EE T RE THh D, HFH T, Y=o v
=S O W T LMD A 0T 7210 Tl < #hasil 7 2Y —{k A 558 3l
DHEMET AT T 47 4 b T 2MVAEADBBETH A 5, FH=I0, FF LN FEH
FH53BF 2 RO DOy B D FEAR TR S CE 2 [T FRAX V) OB IENEETH D
LEZBND,

AAFFRORF L LT, AARDRFFFHFHTOHZ KR E LTV DA, FFFPRERR O 5 % R
FRIE L LIz iZe ERZET b, S %ITSUEr « Hl R SCARDBEE], AR T OFE A AE
FZER, MW7 7 1 — 12 K D IR L ORI DS EE 72 IERE T d 5,
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Abstract: We investigate the complex relationship between diversity and organizational
learning in Japanese patent offices, a knowledge-intensive context. Challenging the
assumption that diversity uniformly fosters learning, we examine the contrasting effects
of surface-level (gender) and deep-level (expertise, experience) diversity on patent
registration rates, a key learning outcome indicator. Using social categorization and
information/decision-making theories, we hypothesize that these diversity dimensions
may have opposing effects. Analyzing panel data from 143 firms and 1,420,033 patent
applications between 1999 and 2009, we find that greater gender diversity significantly
reduces patent registration rates, while expertise diversity enhances them. Experience
diversity exhibits no significant impact. Our findings confirm that surface-level and deep-
level diversity differentially affect organizational learning, highlighting the importance of
cultural context: In Japan's collectivist society, gender-based social categorization appears
to impede knowledge sharing, dampening the benefits of diversity. This research
contributes to diversity management literature by demonstrating how cultural context
moderates the relationship between diversity and organizational learning in non-Western
professional service contexts. Practically, our findings underscore the importance of
fostering shared professional identities to mitigate the negative effects of demographic
diversity while leveraging the benefits of expertise diversity. Future research should
explore these dynamics in other cultural and institutional settings.
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