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Abstract Through the literature review of patent portfolio analysis on the company level this paper proposes a new method of patent
portfolio analysis on the company level and conducts the empirical research of the top 10 patentees of patent application on the technical
topic of medical diagnostic technique and system in the Optical Coherence Tomography ( OCT) technology domains. Our analysis results
show that the novel method proposed is not only effective and practicable but also an extension and complement of the classic method of
Ernst Holger. Tt can be used to identify the competitive position of the institution more accurately and further explain the patenting strategy
of the institution.
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