KEFAMESEEALA ) R—=2 3 ]t

K H PR

(%f+ 2001 44 7 19 B)

[EESL DN A BEICHAMLT 52 i35 L, 7228, BEOHIWAHDKRIZ | DO L E
HAd b ETHELIE, FRIIHMOMEETHSLZ & IIHFETH S| (National Commission on Tech-
nology, Automation, and Economic Progress, Technology and the American Economy, 1966) o

L & U & (£

FEEBOEICIZF O 4 OFFRENIIRIRMDOEB & 312, B 7% (research and devel-
opment; R & D) %@ U7-BREMEIZEESE VA / R=2 a P OEHRET ) B H L EX
BHFOT F 2 N TIRATEICE T Al A k% 59 % %5, Joseph Schumpeter D JE5RA) 3
#& ([1928], [1950]) DEHRLEFEEZZITTH, ®BEX LVERTLIOEREL ORFEFHEIC
B L7 LB L > TWwh, Jorde and Teece [1993] XN EET HEMEZRD L
KA LT3, [Fabricant % Solow % &, 19504t fTb N2 hDF Tz &
RENCBT HIANY72 ) EEEOREMOK0% 7B Eit, HEKED LA, £LTH
B - BEREOHMEBEREIIIEEL ZWHORKRIIFINELILERLTVE, TORD
L0 ARz THakoESR ] 131929 -STEDOHEME 1A L7 ) ERATROEEIMOK
40% BB L 72 £ BTV B | (p. 586)7 |

THOLA I R=2arOEERIZLEDLL T, 1980FMREETOK b7 A PEGRITT SR
T L FEEOEHOAEEOMICIEOBFRERD, HHEPORIELY T — ¥ & L7 Harvard %
ROBBIZHE SN, HFFCEFHEZZRESNTLOO, BEMNAENEETIIRDD
Lol LAL, #9 LEBELNA / N=2arz2iEh) 2 elhiud, EH0ziEsSE
THhb, TLBEAOEHHNREZEVEICL LT, ZOMMENELLRLILITHIZH
D182, BHNIC, ZOBIES ) R—3 3 v OE LW - N 7 7 EETHEIE % B,

T AROERICBWT, EHIRBEAEEMAENMOEBZHEEMEE L VARZI AL FEB 7,
LT, BH LV, i, ARIBDLETXTORERIEZEDANR ) DO TH A,

1) BIEOGEEOMTN L EER TS LR OTMICE ) HRINIEDREOL DVIHEHSK
(deadweight loss) D K& S HIEHTAH I L b TE %, 72721, Harberger [1954] % E&RE T
LEHIOFERICIZNEL S 1, BIFEZL implication 25| E H$ Z L IZHEN D Ly,

2) Fabricant, S. [1954] Economic Progress and Economic Change, 34th Annual Report of the
National Bureau of Economic Research, Solow, R.M. [1957] “Technical Change and the Aggre-
gate Production Function,” Review of Economics and Statistics, Vol.39.



KH HFEER

CNLEFRDEFEERIILE D 5 BERLBINZERRF 2 HEANTRBEOEHIIERL LD
L DB,

{7/ N—= 3 IER&DHE, ANWEREGORL ZERICEELZT55, KEoH
HIIEFRERRI R Z BB L 2D 4 / R—2 3 Y OIREICIT 2 HEOR b5 A VK ED
D EBEIL, TNZEICFEBROSH ) H et $T5Z L1550, BEIZLTO®E) TH 5,
PEkRDA 7 R—2 3 i EICTHHHE L OB TIIE S TRAD, REITINS & IS
F—_A L, ROTENH TR INZHHETO—HRERNEL L v PT— 7 OHEEIL, %
VEi, BVETRENETNBERNELOBVTHITE2Z ) Paf v b - Ry Fy—LBEHE
BRI BRI THRE 35, 2L C, FEVIECTHELTLOEERS,

w®&IZ, AT “innovation” ZEREETH 5 [HBITEH] TE3% <, FoFF [/ X—
vary]| ERELTAHD, THUIEMEF D innovation D—ETH B Z L ERTDATR L,
£ VHIOE L &7 A “innovation process” D 1 DDA G EZRETHLDTLH 5,

II. HgiEEEr / ~N— g2

BEFIIR&ED T34 / R=2 a V2 FICHGBERPOERE L OB THZE L Tk
720 BEAMIIHELS R&D OFRICH L, BENICHE0TRIIENS, FIHIZBVT,
Kenneth Arrow ® seminal 2282 ([1962]) & 1 BFZEF A% RIIRIC, FRAHHEMIT LT
REIPSEFTELEHE, TNWRA R&D 2FE/T 5 FERIIMETH THMINES SR D
Z & (Arrow ZhH) WML, FACOMEOZLMITL ) BENLEITEOFIE (first-
mover advantage) % &5 F55i4% (Barzel [1968], Gilbert and Newbery [1982]) I 7-i
R & D RO ANEEMN & BRI AN EERHES (7 - (% - BEF - $54F [1988], ch. 19,
Reinganum [1983], [1984]) OIIRC—EDFHFHMA R S Tw5 (Appendix 1 2 £H8),
%% i3, Schumpeter [1950] 29 (F 7213 KHE) SEIHBFHRLELFERTOE
LD A /) N—2 3 v &EE$T 252 & (Schumpeter 173E) 2 E|® LY, 6213 Alcoa
case (1945) DHFREZRD L) ITHFI L T B, [1890FE D H19294E 12T T, ZDOH —~D
7t ) FOEEMEEY OMRIE, BL£12%I12----- T L7z BEE=II30M > 5510753400

3) ZHICEEE LT, Dertouzos et al. [1989] IZHAFOHFAREHIEE LT, REHEDEARIT A b
5| E T 5~ 7 URFEBOROEN, FHEEMICHET2HMNKEXBEDLHE 70T LDEA,
EBEIFEIC 3 5B/ L EE BT T3, HEI4bBBOZ &,

4) KENIIMEE [T 2 MEOR & EEREY ] BEREME] 3%, £250EVE @) 2K
TEICHE - BIELZHDTH S,

5) Schumpeter (¥4 / NX—3 3 Y IZBITHEEFK (entrepreneur (ship)) DOFE % B L TV 57,
BEIZ19284E DG L TE DL  BEDOKBELIZE, [BERBEOBMAL & E&IL] GRR, p.
76) B ENBEDRFERLTVS,




A PEEEA /) X—=2ary

FAAZHER L2, oo Eﬁﬁtﬂﬁ#%w&zwfﬁﬁj%%ﬂﬁéﬁﬁu,ﬁ@:&%%
FohEr b, Thbh, LZROBFNEEDHETY, BHEIMOME, EEXKEDR
B E, EEDOFFEHEOER, BLUOOELRBEOMEICB T, ZnicwE g
ORI EBEDIZTHA) V)T E (THb], FIUTEREAERORBVER%
FoBERLTVWAZLIZELY] (R, p. 184), COEHEXFT AT —F £ LT,
% 1ICR&D PEEMICENZES, PENRTEROEASBEHEBR LA 726 THER
i$1& <, Mansfield et al. D% WAEZE ([1977]) TE2TRIZHET W &, 5212
“Research & Development” A H4ERFE T A HEE R & D LAL1000FH4 % 131984 —86
FETUTH FLVTHY, ZOEIHEA LH L Twb I L (Scherer and Ross [1990], p.619),
RBEFHENTED, FHT, ThbHxKDLELSHIE Mansfield [1963] % 15D <
HENTWEDY, EOPOHEMMLZMEDL S, HERERIZIZFEL TWwiv (Scherer
and Ross [1990], ch. 17)%,

£/ N—varOREFERE LZHEOK b7 A MEBERIZZ ) LB TR
REEE 2 TH, bDVEELEFEOEMIH I & BRI E W ORESEES /00, L bh
CEZEVPHMABVFEL T L, L, DEFE, HEii s, FEOHEE, BOEA
WHEM L Vo 72 L D BANZER L SFMEREZHBA L LD &7 5 HmMIZH ()] (K
[1993], p.112), R TOENE, EVH TEATREEOMELBHRMIZIY LiFsZ &
T 5,

M. Xy hT—7ONEEEES /K= 3>

HRIbOMER &I, THWEICERLZREL RITT Ay M7= 73R 5 BERRE
LOBEBENHARENT VA, £2T, Afii (1) TEORREBEMFWIZFIRL, (2) TEthzE
R &3 258 MEER (R%0%) OMBELZRHL, 3) THERLLT
DEVEHERED D ) T ERETT 5,

(1) v NT—=TDONEBEDHE

FIHEHRRBEE LEBRTIEmMTIE, — RIS EmEIE N EE R (i
(specification)) @, H#fYy (compatible) ZEMOFIHAENLVITE, TnOOFHEN =
ZYTAMENET b, NV IAYDFARL—T 4 7 - AT L (operating system; OS) %
WZBITA L, HEICIETF—IR—=2AD{ERT 7 4 VO EWREICT A, BEIZISHTH

6) R&DIZIIHRA (GZH, ft¥BLR L) L UL L) OmEANH 575, HELOMEICZLD
BHDOE L BHEENFRELTVWE L) TH D,



K H BSEER

DEE KT SE72), BMEZENSEL LB ERVFLET 5. TNHLDERIT S Y b
7 — 27 OhERYE (network externality) & IEER, ZHERIILT L OHIHOERKEEKRL %
WA, HEVPENSEMOBI L, Hl-kEHELFET T KT, BELERICTIEM
BHBEZBOERPRNEL 2567:0, LIELITHAESMICET LUWHFEME 2322 AL
FREOLR % BIESES, BEFMHELZHV5 L “excessinertia” # b 725§ & DY 7% &
T 5% (Farrell and Saloner [1985] , [1986], Katz and Shapiro [1986] ; LIE LIiXfH

W2 [IWADY L <] (prisoner’s dilemma) & L TH#HEEN )",

LL%ahs, SNPELCARADVIRESINSZ LR EIN TS, iz, Liebowitz
and Margolis [1999] ZFBN DS HBEOHEEFZAIRIC, [ 2 DOFMOMEIEL 513
Y, BENGAEOEELRE D (0T, ) Bs IS L > TE) S0 % BAEH
DL %D UK RIEE] 25AFE 2D (p. 110), “excessinertia” ¥ EXHE5 L LTw
58, 7B, “excess inertia” DEFIE LTHF—FK— FOEF| (QWERTY & Dvorak) % ¥
74 O E 7. (VHS xf Beta) 2537575725, Lopatka and Page [1995] Hi#& DWW
TR 220F —FK— FEFIMTY 4 THEEDOREPBRIES N TV RNWI L, BREFIZDOVWTIE
VHS RidA v b REWD Y ICHFEREFREC, ThAPHBEEISEF SN L2
WL, BEEIZE C OBNIH S NICENTHAMNIE A v 8T — 7 OHVFHEDOFEIC b HED ST
K95 EERLTWA] (p.347) LBERTW5,

(2) % v FNT—U DU T B ISR

Fy b= OHEEIZE D BB (Fdm) 2HREZERT 556101, BHLEOS
R EPREINTNE, L2L, BRELEESTENIHEE - BEHEEZ R, b L, ESEH
Ay NI — 7 OHEEERIER D bOTHIUL, FOBRMIZEBREICERINL, MFT, #
HOERLHOENEP T TRITNE, THERIPBHIRTLEREI T LY, /2 [#
OEDOEMEFESF ER T A MEOHATI 02 ) ORSWER %) | (Lemley [1996], p.
1071) CEHEFETREBHE LD, 612, —H, TEAA (T Q) DHIENNEE &)
MERE S NS &, Liebowitz and Margolis 2SR T 5 L )12, [FROK 7 R PR OEE

7) J#id “excess momentum” & MEIN D, TN SAFEAET L ERIIFEMOFHEEIZIBEMOFIHE
WEEBES5Z, FEHENOMBORAZIBOFBE G L TEOBNEEHD LD, L4 H
LA ERREIIRB L 2w EiZh b, '

8) Farrell and Saloner [1986] (f.n.14) DERAZ2FBHIIRDOE ) TH 5, “excess inertia” 734 L
DI, ORISR EIR AT ) HI L > TIHEMORBOFBAZ & 2 AEEISTFHEMO
BAOOFHEZE L 25 EHELTBBEL TS, FHMOFENLELNAEFIE A Y b T — 7K
EMSIETICTEES NG D, ik —EL LT, MiEDFHLIEERE L 25 L ZOHMEROZEME
W7z dN e eb, AT, TNAIVNIWIETE, FHMOBNMYZEZTL2OMEHIN, Z0OE|
FUREIXBIPLTLEIDTH S,




RKrTANEELEL /"= 3y

B L WIEREREANORELIHT 5 2 Lz sz ] (A, p.1072), ZOFREIIHT
LN REOMRETZ A/ N— a Y ORI 2R P T A PBEROKLERDEHDTH S,

(3) v NT—T7DONEMEICHT BHIERIIES (FEEHEECER)

BEOK NI A (3EF) BRIEHAINIABRIEUTO2 0S5, £ 11%, B
T—HETH L0, BHMNEHEOREFN LT 2 ELTH2bDTHL, HlzX, EC (B
EU) B4 IBM |2 & A2 hyusiEss®E (CPU) LRAEER - V7 Moo 7oREEDbEY
TSR OERITA LRBE L TWb, B2 Mttt mmO R - HEinz TREIC T 57290,
WM DEVEME (copyright) %#HIRT 2D THb, NV aryFI)L—Tat . 7—%
N—=Z - V7 My 2T ZW5ET % Borland 2°F3? Ashton-Tate % B 2 2B L T, Rk
4 13Borland |2 FEE EOFEME (de facto standard) T& - 72 Ashton-Tate @ dBase & & (24T
THEEHEDORELXERL TS (U.S. v. Borland Int’l, Inc. and Ashton-Tate Corp.; con-
sent decree, 1991), F 72, IBM case Ti¥, EC ZE S IIHMIBROMR R ETHNELT S
IBM 75 @ undertaking % %# L, FHzfFlLL TWwb, T, EEHEOHIRIE Baxter
[1984] %% [#BIL &9 L3 RE - HMIF L TRZHREL, TOBMN (REMEFE] O
BEEIILI (DL %b0THY, ) BERL LTHLNBR)FZ A2 OIZEDN
51 (p.727) AT B LI, 25 FL D R&D HEZHHT 2 5R % LRI 2,
Z ORI RIIFHE A D THEETH 5 & ORIEDPFLET 5o

COETEEFEOFHFTOHFIA L) BIREV, DX 0, BHFTEEIEME (Copyright
Act) DHWIZE W BEKZY, v7 vy 27070 b3l (protocol) R4 ¥ ¥ —7 x— R
(interface) DAEREL S o724 v b7 — 7 EEICx$ 2 ZVEHEOBH % KIEICHIBR S 5, $7-
SEMEECHRESNIA V7 — 7 2 — AMOEBRMERFABS L B E LAY - - ¥
J=7Y v (reverse engineering) % & T HHHEAE TFTLTWA'"Y, Th o 3EHEAD
RHIR 2820 L, M CLUERBIFORREE ICEMN 2 M EFEOEE ZTRIZT S b
DEFHMTE L), 72720, HBIL, BMEFEEIA Yy — T2 - AZFEFHE L ORI L

9) Sega Enterprises Ltd. v. Accolade, Inc. (9th Cir. 1993) Tid [(CEMEEL#E L T) MMEIHRT

LZOEARARECTH I ETHHEZMELT 2 AALEENRAZ TS L) EFROHMIIRT
%], Lotus Dev. Corp. v. Borland Int’l, Inc. (1st Cir. 1995) Tid [ZE/EHEIIRF~DO AL
LABZET (v b7—204R%ICES) [BE-ALD] OMREBRET H5XETERW] &
DHEAT SN T W5,

10) Wi OHBI & U TidComputer Associates Int’l v. Altai, Inc. (2nd Cir. 1992) 7%, HFHIZDOW T
Atari Games Corp. v. Nintendo of America, Inc. (Fed Cir. 1992), Sega case %z ERZEITH N5,
B DRIBFIZIE Lotus case, Apple Computer, Inc. v. Microsoft corp. (9th Cir. 1994) % EWH %,

11) av¥€a2—=% - V7 b7273—BIINAF)—DFTT 227 - T2—F (objectcode) DETD
AEAENDLDT, 45— 72— AERZITET H0121F, The NHPBERTER Y - A -
I — F (source code) 2T HULEHNDH S, FHL {1, Menell [1998] #BBHZ &,




K H BEEER

MRS AL, THRBEEZCETBNTAIEAL(EELELZOT?, HEOEEIL
Vo3 L b BRE T 2 v,

IV. JVv &1/ X—=2 3>

CIDLIEHHTEIE A/ RX—2 a YORRICERZE L 5, KETIEA / X—=2 3 X1TH
FTAHEMLIY a A v b - RUF v — (joint venture; JV) DFRTIIDOWT DL L Difinm & Bk
L, FrEOHEZENTNWE, 22T, Afi (1) TIV OBENLRERN - 8%, 2) TIV
AT B oKE % EORIERICE MR L, (3) THREEICHE SNEHEOFEROBA ik
IZDOWTHETT 5,

(1) JV OBAENLERRR - &

KETIZ1960, TOFEAITIZIVORZRLMOIFITEE £ DORFEIHERFEELEL, HF
RETH, $AEBENESZHLE, BREEOME - TssEhEz L @546 L0
HTR M7 AMNEERE SN TV, Bl 2IX, US. v. Motor Vehicles Mfrs. Assn, Inc.
(consent decree, 1969) TIIHBIHE X — 7 — B O ESFAFHEHZZR (cross-licensing) o
HEDVHERMIE S AT L DOF%, BEBIUPREICBITLIHEF2ET S ORELERY
RENRTVWAEY, Lo L, IVE D biFkFERZERS (research joint venture; RTV) 1213D#
BORFER @ synergy IR E2ZEZL1E5S, QEMLAEHOEKLENET 5, OBRROESR
WEMEORMEL H 518, BiRLEL"Y, 20MOBEROBESH I *BET S L TY
HHMOERAILET 2, ZEORRMEHINTVE, OrHETL L, REOHHTH

12) Berkey Photo v. Eastman Kodak Corp. (2nd Cir. 1979), California Computer Products Inc. v.
IBM Corp. (9th Cir. 1979), Memorex Corp. v. IBM Corp. (9th Cir. 1980) # MWD &,

13) oz, U.S. v. Penn-Olin Chemical Co. (1964), Yamaha Motors Co. v. FTC (1981) 7% &
DEBINH 5,

14) HEEWREOMEZHRT 572012, BUF (£ICE) BES R&DFHEH2To72), RED
R& D EHIZESEE1To TV 5, BUFD R & D BEHEIEIZ19974 1 KET30.7%, HA
ET20.4%, BKMNOAL - M- EETIIKELZBZAEEICES>TWE, L2L, BIFO R&D X
BT A543 LD E < 2 <, Dertouzos et al. [1989] & [HARRILED L 912, EH—
EOEREMYE Y 2 V0o TEEMEL TR LZE SN TVEHETEZ, BIOHREIIBNT
i, e REFMMOZE ZEAT MEMPE L] (R, pp. 161-2) LB Tw5b, £/,
R & D R D H O#EHCHEE IIEMICKE (R 50T, BUFPS#EY) 2B ESHEL 1T I2IEHK
BRI 5 RIAARLZDOHENHEREIZ OV TOTI LML BREFOLENH 575, #
B [2000] 13 (254 FHEATLBREMO L 91, BESFEMPET LAY - FTEILLT (v
%) BT, (oS- ENEILIZ) BEEARTEETH (5] | LFHEL, 2wz [4F
EDORFEETE & Z 0 hb 5 BFAEORMBRE L TIRT 5 L) RBERL S, 209 2IT%
o AEOFEEVREMTS L) B2 BEHMICER L T IBEENE, AF VA2 EZ T
<Z &l (pp. 155-6; —#8, KHEEE) 2IREL TV 5,




RKETAPEFEES /) X— a3y

¥ (appropriability) &34/ X—2 3 5 7: 6T FEOFTEN e EB L 20FEIERT
XLEEDZETHY, HEEEI TG, LELIEIN—R - 2727 VIR EDHE
BB U CEHELEICLRENEET 578, 1 2 T4 (Levin, Klevorick, Nelson and
Winter [1987] ; 7~ 7 — MZE, #%#E [1993], ch.3; FEibhf3t), TN L XEFEDR&D
BEILBIVERE 25755, RIVAEZ) LIZERESOEAZSRE LGS Z LI HOMER 5T
(Choi [1993], D’Aspremont and Jacquemin [1988], Kamien, Muller and Zang [1992],
Suzumura [1992]) #SiERH L T\v»% (Appendix 2 &),

(2) JV (3T 2 HIERIIE

(R) IV 3 bW E T LHEHMATFEM S, KETIE Research Association DREZ &°T
B4 L D EBI T B, KETH BEESNORT 2 LRy b0, 7
i RIV 235 & L 7219844  E K LM 78#: (National Cooperative Research Act) 7%, X
V> Tproduction joint venture (PJV) % & 7219934 E KL RMFFEH % - £ L (National
Cooperative Research and Production Act) 25l &1, & - EOHKICEHEOFEH %
BT 5L EHEEREHELEROEBREFED IE»SFHIIRET 2 Z A E SN,
20004 12 FIES - FIC "I o &2 X ) —ik{bL L7 R PRTGEICBE s 214 KT 4 >
(Antitrust Guidelines for Collaborations Among Competitors) */NFL72H%, 4/ X—T 3
CHBIZOWVTIHI99S5EMMEDIA L Y I T AR NS A NTA NT A
(Antitrust Guidelines for the Licensing of Intellectual Property) T I N T 5%,

(3) JV &A=
FTIE, RIV (BEAWLEZ FIZPIVIZHEHINEL) ORI LT, EnlH)%k
SHEOBEAOBEANEY E DA 0, FTREETLIMTREA ) N—2 3 T

15) Wi#, LY biF by E O TERMNMEMAICOWTIE, % [1993], ch.5, [2000], ch.4
HFLWBAPERONS,

16) LLT ®i#sw i Grossman and Shapiro [1986] 124 # B> Twh, T, KL TEFRENEL
BbSHOZ L,

17) IV O &EMEEL IR 5 7-8, General Motors (GM) & F 3 % HEJEED PIV (NUMMI) #*
FICEIT L e COIVIEMIIPRERDS  ZRMEL, GM 0T & KEDOHEHE 2> TH
BHEAEETLILIDT, GMIZIZHAROEN-4ATE - BEFELEBETLEOHVDEH 72, Ly
L, RKEWHHIIBTAHHOET Y = 7OBES (19804 #HE T GM 13£545%, M3 71386 %)
b, OGM— + 3 ¥ Offitk - LEGIRHEOWREME, @ GM OREHFL L ToIasnRY
e, R EOREFDPLEE SNz, FFITEET LD, HRELTFICKE [/ /RX—=va vy OEK
HEKREMRET L5 LOMBATIDIV OBV EERT S KT, TOBELRYKEL 70
\ZHIR (124F ; #0%%, Chrysler & @ settlement T 8 SEI240HE), AEHEME (b 73287 1),
EFEA (E2008) #HIRL, A4 OFERmELZI L, &b, EERG 3 FEHDOI98TER
1T Langenfeld and Scheffman [1989] i3 (a) HE/HHIE IV LI & MREICHSFHTHL, ~
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K H HFRER

AEESN, BEPLBABESRIAENEY, 22T/ /"= a viliBid BEOHRE
I BOEGBL LEF 7O AICMAITONZR&ED &%9 L2 R &D Oh% ) O MR
O] SNBD, 41/ X—2a YETOBREIFESNELISE TRV TIEENES T
BWE EIZEEDVET L, £D, 4/ N—V 3 VTSR TSR EEOR B 25—
NebDTHAEZE, 724/ X—2 a YOFEREVERIHFETHI L (BVEZSHR)
LEEEZEZ DT, ZITOEEDRLTELS TRV EDORERPEONL ), b LEASH
DY = 7 OFEINWHH TEL 2L, RIVIZAELRMENS, b LE) ThiTh
X, = HOME TOXENIPMEDOFLEZRIET S, TLEFEFLIRET L 0D, WH
BOMEMERERET A EDLEL R L, IV OBRTICIIHHIHOMBHSER A ) N—
va Y OFRASEOSE & o 7-#BIAHIRR (ancillary restraint), & % WIIEEHA AT
LUEEFR IV P REE T AHEMOFAE (B (royalty)) (B3 5 A9 %E (collateral
agreement) £ bDOVH 55, FNH B WMHLENIIHT 5D L FKORETVLEIC %
B, LT, IVDO®HRL, HHEXZEN, H5VITHBEHIRELMHHHED [SEMICERS
N5 | (“reasonably required”) 7 &) A3 —#% 12 counterfactual analysis (reasoning), 2 %
D ENSH L VIHEOMNHOBEEREL S (i) THZLTHLIEEINEDTH S,
RWAHIZ, IV OEEMEED L VIZEDIED FIZ2W» T, Brodley [1990], Shapiro and
Willig [1990] & Jorde and Teece [1990], [1993] DRIZR SN 5 & 9 7 BEDIF L S AF
T 5. LAL, JVTREHLEEZVFESHIIHIBEOMVIE L BEFOTREIFRIN
HDT, IVOEEHEEZGHOENL ) BFERNPITTRSLEORMITT-FHLIzZb DL
%59,

V. EEMRRAES / N—2 3>

BAPECHECBB SN, RENHRICH 5 0EMORMEHCLHES T ) BENHHA
(vertical cooperation) (% Bk S8 E 7 & BISA NG MEAT £ 7= (R BABIRERECH 2 & O % 5
TR, T LERFIEA /I R—2 a3 EOBBRTRELYES SN TS, AT
DOFEBEHFICOWCTHIE & RO 2179 o

(1) FEEMWHROEBENL KA - 5ER
FEEMGRA S [REIBA, BEeIZI3HRGEeT) REZHIRYT 2, $GE, a0k

I72 (b) GMIZ F I ¥ ORFHE - HEI AT L%, (c) bIVIIKEOHEHEDORHZEEL
7z, LEVEHEix 5 2 T4, Ordover and Shapiro [1985] BN &,
18) MBI EHLBIT S NDHEITIIEM NS SR ONRE 25,




KrFAMNEKES )/ RX=2ary

BLVNVTHEERTo> TVWAREMOTRDTH S T LIEEMHHRHIZIEHIZHEED
AT E - NTFOBESAELTHH»OHRL, KBEFNTEZESICT 5 L ORANDH
5—HT, i7" — - 54 % — (free rider) % “double marginalization” DfFRE & L T
OERME, E5124/ X=3a i LTid@®Y A2 - =71 ¥ 7 (risk sharing), @#5E
&7 (complementary asset) DFEMR, OEFEHRDO 7 4 — KN 7, REDERVPETON
59, Zor, @QIZME LT, Teece [1986] XKROEHTEMIECEE, BHOMEY
BIhASERE, BFeRe Y — AWM COBMMEICKFET LI L E2BIREL, TNODORMTEEZT
HLEWEREDNA /) N—=2 a3 YA oFEEERT L7203 RVERBETHORRERET S
VENDH L LT 5, QIO TIE, %, £ L THHE T THEBEILS /N—Yar. T
oAl (B, 5%, 791 >, £, TLTRRICY—7T1 27, l5E, F—EA
~NE—FENEL] “serial” &b O & INTAS, FEOPELR (i - kHE [1997] (i
[2000], ch.2), von Hippel [1988]) TidA / X— a v OF#HFE L L THAD R & D &6
PR AR - BB CHERCIG I AEIBVEE CRE SN TWwE R Y, LA [£
NENOBREDOETT 4 — KNy 7R+ —N—F v THHELLET 5] “simultaneous” 7% b DT
HHIEIRENT VD, HIZT 2L, [HFFRFAEMMIIREBMRLHRFEEM, £ LTHLY
R LR MR M DAV IR TR & T L BAR A MR L 2P iE % 5 7] (Jorde and Teece
[1990], p.78) Z k2% %, Dertouzos et al. [1989] 13K TAEMMEE O ERH: S /I H0MEK
TLAEEFRZ2Z - = A= — DR EDGH L, HED S EFHEMNOERIRR S
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