%/ — b

A/ N=2 a3 v OGH ORIz 7B
— WA, HlifEs L A bR

KH - HFER

(%A 2004 410 A 1 H)
I. 13 U & |(C

A/ N=2 a3 v 2B LS E IR L ORBR TR 72 [4 7 R—=3 3 ViR
220D 72 FRAREINT WS, #1112, {ERD, Schumpeter & Arrow 23R L 72xf
ST 7 AR O MR ks 1o BT, B LA Cowen [1995] 12 kAU [(& Yk
D) XHkE (e T) OEBEOEEIENITH Y, FFEHMESROMO X b EARWY
BRIREBHEOEBEL L TWE ) R IEEZRIBLTWES ] (p.232) 25, 29 LIzEE#H
LR SN L OHATEEM (appropriability) & FAfii4: (technological opportunity) T
bo H2IZ, IREDA Y NI =V EENFRFEROTLY Vb o TWAY, £ITIEAY
N7 — 27 %R (network effect) 2SBHEIC/EM T 572012, LITLIE [HBE—ALHD]
(“winner-take-all”) EIEE SN LMERZGHEEN L7206 SNb LTRSS, €L T,
INEDA I R=2 3 Y e e LEMBRIEBEORK N 7 A PESRIZKMEE NS IZE > TW
2V, K — NI#ROBEEE B, AL EMRIIEATELOTH 2,

II. EHAHEN RS
(1) HHAIEEM

R&D R THEIHEHEZET AT A TIELIELIRI N - D=7 ) ¥ 7RW5es
DBE L hE LTS EICHEE (spillover) T2, SNAIET 27201051213

T K — bED L ETHEAIHNDEGE (RIGKY) »2o8W-axr MIFHLEDDTH 72,
FELT, EEHHEL LT,

1) CHICET 2 EIDH O Y — XA 12 Cowen [1995], Kamien and Schwartz [1982] T7
ENnTnwb

2)  EGAREME & HAEE ST oW T, K [2003] 2BBoOC L,

3) UN—Z-TrVoT)rrlid Moz om - mirL, fAadIinTtuns ux.fr'f’“ﬁ -5
- R - il e & AAREE I T A FE ] (MBS [ — & — RIS, 55 2 i)
DZEHRED,
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PR G- S5, — M2 [ZNS25H%) (valid) TH 5, 3R ESI N/ LDIE
Woion [ ] ENEN (P& TH5)] (Levin et al. [1987], p. 784), F§if& H
LEBEI 13 (W) L Z2o#s - ARl 2R L2 TE% 52w (Patent Act,
sec. 112), #FMFEITZ ) LE#REZZEWICFM (invent around patents) L1535 7% & D7
WICEAEICIIHEEL 2 v ZRWR, £/ N—3 3 ¥ ORI 2 5WE OS5 OH
ACTHLELAFEMEIZ1 2 THS (F1BLU Appendix 1 #2), MEIZ, 22X )4
D R&D HEDVHH S IR EZNWZ LIZh 5,

EAREDRTT L R&D HE) % gt 4 KHECHERET 5 720 IS H AWk &0 5 TR &l
LCTwa, [EIXE S R&D B 217-72 ), RO R&D B EHEM 217> T a7,
I LT LIS &EER E2MERL, FHEAE (learning effect) ZFHATEA, AR T
DB E ) ELTwD (R2%28M), TN bl Schumpeter D9 [ K% [ ] I
REN5G L9 RFE] THESHMNRWDS, F/EEICIEEEWNHREIEN T2 L0l %K
BHn,

#<1 Private and Social Rates of Return to Private R&D

Author (year) Estimated Rates of Return
Private Social
Nadiri (1993) 20 - 30 50
Mansfield (1977) 25 56
Terleckyj (1974) 29 48 — 78
Sveikauskas (1981) 7-25 50
Goto-Suzuki (1989) 26 80
Bernstein-Nadiri (1988) 10 - 27 11111
Scherer (1982, 1984) 29 —43 64 — 147
Bernstein-Nadiri (1991) 15-28 20 - 110

i) Council of Economic Advisors [1995], Table2 ©.

4) 72721, R&D HAROEM OHPACFEEZ IZMPNIKE {$42 572012, Z0#Y) % RTIEES Tl
59 ZOMIZ, Cowen [1995] (2 XA, [FEUNEBYICAREMIM AL FHR & 52 5 OIS
(monopoly privilege) 23ER SN2 & OPE&IZ15MHAL D Venice [((It Venezia)) DAILBURIZIK
Wi, F1623FOFEEFERIC L Y AR SN EE (Statute of Monopolies) % B {3177z ]
(p.226) & &N 2,

5) ZHUIOWTIE, KH [2003] 2Bk,

6) FIITIHENLFEDOFEMIZ OV TIE, Council of Economic Advisors [1995], f.n. 13 #Z&/#
DTk,
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%2 Effectiveness of Alternative Means of Protecting the Competitive Advantages of
New or Improved Processes and Products”

Overall sample means D istribution OJ:,

Method of appropriation industry means
Processes | Products | Processes | Products
Patents to prevent duplication 3.52 (0.06) | 4.33 (0.07) | 2.6 -4.0° | 3.0-5.0°
Patents to secure royalty income 3.31 (0.06) | 3.75 (0.07) | 2.3-4.0° | 2.7 -4.8°
Secrecy 4.31(0.07) | 3.57 (0.06) | 3.3-5.0 2.7-4.1
Lead time 5.11 (0.05) | 5.41 (0.05) | 43 -59° | 4.8-6.0°
Moving quickly down the learning curve | 5.02 (0.05) | 5.09 (0.05) | 4.5-5.7 44-58
Sales or service efforts 4.55 (0.07) | 5.59 (0.05) | 3.7-5.5 50-6.1

a. Range: 1 = not at all effective; 7 = very effective. Standard errors in parentheses.

b. From the upper bound of the lowest quintile of industries to the lower bound of the high-
est quintile.

c. Differences in means significant at the .01 level.

1) Levin et al. [1987], Table 1 (p. 794).

(2) #Hifitg=

L2 Lah s, EEWREMNS 1 2 FHAZEIFEHIZFNEEDLEOHK EH L E VW,
#5112, R&D #i%Tldd 503D R&D #&E L [HFE 25 DD AHFEED rent-stealing
9 | (Carlton and Gertner [2002], p.7) 72912, BEAWHEMEAS1 2 TS 2 & 3% 12
13 R&D DSHEMICBAE b 2 E 2 BIR L vy, 55212, FTRESOMED S 5, Hifibk
S, BMEBLREREELNC, 4 R—2 3 OTRIETH Y, FlW, SE0 s
Thbo R&D 72134/ X—2 3 v & [MAEEHNT, RENZEE] (Levin et al.
[1987], p.788) & RAME1E, Hitk&E [ 74 71 7 o] (flow of ideas) & #H 2R
ML, 4o [R&D) WFEOEEZHEIT KR EZESE 00N w] (d)s
ZNW z, e R&D IKENTHEA T RENE & H S O#M ) 2 HlAGE 2 EFET5 2 LI1Th
o BFFFMEICAEMIRATRE SNADIXZ ) LEH IR TOZIETHA ), 12721, 1k
SEREED L) ICHFEDSA e T AFEETIET A 74 7TIIWHHIC X ) Bolfid s S b &
WS NEY, 72, 7474 TORNEBEFEERTORL END bOTREV, B
B kHRBWOHARDOMEEEZ G L LA TIE R&D OFHRIEE LT, Bmatrtiamz <,
AR SLHAOMO R&D &1, £ - #ESMSEWEE TR TnE (K3 E2EH),

7) Jaffe [1986] 3tk % (4 OFEMGETOA 2 N— a v OFH & WEOI AN 7 25
(p. 984), 4 [2000] 1% [H 2 P2 2B L 7240800 & O f5H ] (p. 39) LEFL T2,

8) Levin eral. [1987] 3L THREFFMEDSRRE T 2 B % [HFE DT O—EM (uniqueness)
V3 2 ASHEE 7 BB - B A T A OF L W R O H#E (novelty) & W BEZIHEA S LG ]
(p.798) 76 EFHWIL T 5,
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R3 MERAEICH T BERR

FHTO T 27 PORE | BAF 70T =7 b OERT
AP AEERO D 2 MG E 26.6% 32.3%
MRAHTABRO 7 W ita S 29.9 36.2
B % 75.5 76.8
N & 41.7 41.4
BA 47.6 51.2
N DA O ZE B 5 50.7 54.2
DA - BEES 57.7 74.5

AT #E [2000], #:2.2 (p. 40).
L. xv k7— %8
Ay NI = ZEETIEILEM e EWMEN M OFHENZVIZE, £ 5FH
BN EZTHMENETE S, T LshRiE Ay VT —2xRE 3 Ay N T — 2 OB
(network externality) & IFIEH”, EFZEETLEZAPESICHBINL S (M1%%
A,

‘A

An\\ [ — A,

|
A,

X1 EEDOxY hNT—7
L) S, (EZEHR (switch), A, (i=1,...,n) 3MAZH (subscriber), ZL
TS, & A DY) X 7I3MAEIH (access line) %3 ¥,

9) Ay NT—IZRRRIIERIED 1 D TH L, FERRIEIE [ 2 FFARORFES 2 )35
AOREFEROBTIHHERE (O REEEREK 0) OZFELTA-oTwaHEAIC [ ]
T 5EE9] (K [2001], p. 117),
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B)o 20, WFHEFALA Y b7 =7 IZMBOMAED V2T IUTEAGHETH 2 5%, MAHE
DEINT 2812, XD EMERELERBVTRELLDTHL, £72, X2 —FDFNR
L=+ 7« Y A7 4 (operating system: OS) &7 7V r—ary V7 77 |Zo0
T, WL OS OFHBEAEMT 2 &, LVEBOMENLT 7)) r—=a Y HIERE N,
F 72243 08 ORI RS 5 2 L1k b0 TH2'"Y,

EC, Ay PT=IRRIIE, HEPSUHBEROB) 5D, Bl hEBREFET T 07
DIZ, OHUTOHM % FEL (lock-in) L, &I T LWHHET - g oW 4 2T
S85, EMHEEZH WS & “excess inertia” #3485, &5 WITORERIC I NATHE
DATE (switching cost) RS AREREZ M L, »5REOFHEI (“install base™) (2
P LB (OHANEAE) AN 2 B R 2", $7:0%5 Lokt
RREBAICHEE L X &, RIS G, WMENMERE R &R A7 5 204
WD EE 2, LORMAEL D SLTIRENT VD, excess inertia 255ET 2 DI, #
N LIELIE TINADO P L > <] (prisoner’s dilemma) & L CiiB S5 X912, FHEdo
RHEZIHEAR ORI HE 1282 52, FHBEMOMORME ZHZOFAHE I L TE
DS % #30 B A5, WEHATH LA % BESE IS L2\ 2 LR E shs'Y,
L2 LH 5, HHFEID excess inertia RG> EEET 20089 3B TIE 2w, O (&
() 122w, Liebowitz and Margolis [1999] (& [#r# o AEEE L LIZ LT oA
B ) OFG | 2R3 5, WEki 2Rt s, BanzBETHHTRET S, (b5
WIE) HBME OS2I B2 2BAZICEHR LRI L, &2 K IHEHRHDELLH T
RWEOMTMEZEN 1T | %3 572012, [excess inertia OB % F1 % BAFIT % Dl
RIS D] (p.22) Lib_TwBY, F7r, WO IFZORBGIL SNDF—K—
FECH] (QWERTY & Dvorak) & Y74 &kl 53 (VHS & Beta) I22WT, 220D % —
K= P2V A TREDOERIILT LOFEEELTLHEL TR L, FKE
s+ -ty b La—¥—W5E2RHBELZDIE Beta TH Y, %D VHS AT NI
Wo TRo7-DIEFMIEH ORI AERNE T2 2 L A2 CAEIC L VS 2IZ LT

10) TERGY AT L 0WIEI A v M7 — 2 (physical network) LIFIENZDIZH LT, Iy 2 -5 D
OS - 77V r—a i3ty b7 —72 (virtual network) &M%,

11) ©, @& BT 22 1R (path dependence) 75% % o FREAKAEE & IS D18
RIZ SNTd D EAORMA DS, v M7 — 27 &R, FEHRR G EoaCmibx 7 =X 4 (self-
reinforcing mechanism) OfEM Z#T, BRICZNEHET HHMOP CTELEMIZT LI LEF I,
FEL <IE, Authur [1994] 2ZHo 2 &,

12) 29 L7z E Microsoft FREADSEE L 2 o T b, 3EL I1E, KW [2002] Z2&Hoz &,

13) &L <&, Farrell and Saloner [1985], [1986], Katz and Shapiro [1986] # & Z &,

14) BEFEOREAMRZED AP TH 572012, TOWMKIEDH < FTHHIEH? ) ©iE5%
TH72O0ObDEEZOND, 72720, —H, E#E»)2ELANE, FIlHSASEICLO LY b
T = WRVVERT 52 &1k 5,
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bho FNW R, YFFEHEGTROFGIIE LA “excess inertia” 2SR fELR 2 & #RT D
DEMTE LY, @QOUEE (BEN) BHEEOREITNT DRI ET 5,
B RIGSRIHAET B DY, * v 8T — 73R 2 Bl ICRE PRI T B HERD RV &
LT, MUBHATENNTSLLES, 2L TZWWZLHEOMEER]T 54251, WE
DFETH 5 M NERFEDHFEAAR 2 5 LIRS v, BB IIERGET 25 b BT 217 &
DS, KETIEANYF ¥ — - F¥EF )L (venture capital: VC) DEEVHL L FEMED
BREEELT2',

Appendix 1: R&D B RDEH EERDEH

DTFok)n@EEHEsELL ). £ iG(=1,2) OMDEERT q, TOBEMMKE
C,=c,q, THOFEHRZIL p:(x—ﬂ(ziqi) THzZ6N5, 72, %I Cournot 5% %
BT %,

B CIdEERIE ¢ =(a—2¢ +c) /3B, lil&iE p’ 2(05"'2,-51')/3’ ZLTHH 7,
LI EAE CS 1

. (a=2ci+¢))’

TT; 9ﬁ (A1)
CS*=(206182[;Ci) (A2)
t &Z)O

Lo DEIDPBHEERT A2 70YA - 4 ) R=2 a3 VKL, $2FDTA T4 TH
0<y<l(y=dc,/dc)) TRENBRERIZIZHAELICHEMTLET 2, TXTO i 122VT
g >0 THIULX, (ADKXLD

on,” _2(a—=2¢ +6,)

_ - -2 0
2, 95 (=2+7)> (A3)
a B ) > >

_9% _ (O‘_202+Cl)(—2y+1) =10 yi= -1 (A4)
aCl 9[3 < < 2

15) Katz and Shapiro [1999] 13 Z D LB ARKOMIHEs72b DL LTIy Ea—F DY 7 b
% =7 Tl WordStar, WordPerfect, Lotus 1-2-3, dBase, Paradox , "N—FU =7 - 77 v
Ik — 24 Cld Apple, Digital Equipment, Silicon Graphics, Atari, Sega %% T\W 5%,

16) National Science Board [2002] 12 XL, VC O HI G413 19804 LU, BERFRICHERZ L CTw»
BH, TOW, V7 Y TEEICAT SN DEEIL1990FED17.4% (6,718 Fv) 725 19934F12
1327.1% (14.21% FJV) 1288k L, 19984E F TI316.4% 4 527.1% DR 2 ZH) L7224, # 0k
1322 THELTYS (p. 6-35)0
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(A2)X kY
_dCS" _ Ra—ci—cy)(=1-7)
e = 5p >0 (A5)

PEOND, (A3)—(AS)R LY, ©¥E 1D/ N— a3 v OEFIEEE V306, HEE,
ZLTEDTATA TOBWHPIRECBGICEBFLETHILE2IIRRTE, 2h0 2
31 OEATREMEA 1 2 Fl5 2 &0 5 M ¥ 1 2 RSE2HET 27052 b - A
IR=T g VICEL, FAEE2ETAT A T ORI LY FEGOEREATTRE S 7 55
FI2IF(AD), (A2)RXDA ) R=2 a Y OMERERT I LA LH, 22 THZOMRIEM
1, WHEE, TLTEE2ICREI LIRS,

Appendix 2: v N7 —VU%REFR Y bT—VHHE

oy 8T = 7 RIRINERT 25 MO8 n FH ORI 25O E (willing-
ness to pay) & p=p(m;n®) THZHNE, 22T, ABO2FHOMIEHITENZ T
HALSBEES NG L OMIfF2 /R L, $72 dp(n;n)/on<0 (BIRE 0" ZPT5-& L7z, A F2%H
OFLEMI), Ip(nyn®)/on® =0 GEAD R Y 8T —278H) L% b, p(n;n®) 13 fulfilled
expectations demand & P, WG OFEEMARILZDHES, pn) IXhDHEEZLND,

&C, MAL TEA Y b7 —=2RRIE—E (B%2 0 109 2 FEEMBAERRE) TH5
LRGES R, BEMHIE pi(nn) L5 Y 4, OB, p=chRESNLL,
el, e DAY NI =7 O LE R DD, 2 INEE, e, e EHETHY, v FT—
7 OBBEE—H p2 R B E pd FTIHKRTBH, ZHUTEREL 27 40UL nl =0 F Thih
T5 (20729 p? 13 critical mass EIFEINS ), A2 TiE, AL Ih/hEhty hT—
ZRREDEE SN D201, critical mass 13K X < (n3 >nl), EHRARER R N T -2
DHME (L ZZTEHINDIBEBERR) 3N RD (m3<n). Wik, HEM,
p2(msn) 25 p=c¢ OFSITELRITIUE, & v T =237 LRV,

Al TATA TOWHIZE DI HIRER, 1/ X—Ya VX EEEHOENS % Ac, T
Tt e, (A3)R D

o, o, 2(0t—2¢, +¢,)

( a(:l . aCl o ]AL] 9ﬁ yALI
Lheb, B, BEFESHLTETA T4 THERFEEIIEEITHE T2 42 6 X2 0FIHE
DRI, METSTRFOMSIIMENELEERZIIL 58NS,

A2 TOR AL, A2 TiE, p(n;0)=0, lim,,, P(n;n)=0 PMESN, FEROBRELRT LI n
&Sl [0, 1] I L s B,

A3 Zoftiz, Ay M7= IFREPIERL, HLHKEEFBZ LIRS L) RN EBET LS
EHRTE D,
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C,P

€

\

0 n12 nf 1 n
Al *xv bT7—U8HREXY MT—UHE Xy PT-THRIKREVT—X

e

3]

B (n;n)

C,pP
e
e &
c
— B(n;n)
\
0 n; n; 1 n

A2 RA:xy bT=IRINENT—Z
HiHT) Economides [2003], Figure 3 |24 - BIEZE ML 723 D,
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