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1.1 #HEIZFIE L (Nested choices)

Al % ) B AT LA R B H— R A A e
PRI o B2 A5 s & R IR PR IR b Y Bt
(Where) \UF VA B ALY HE£E (When ) VR X 42 1355 85 (Who)
DL R AR 32 8019 356 B (Which Patent) &5 , 33X 26 =5 4 X A1 &
THETZREM NMAR T - EERER", ik
PEI 290 AFTE G L Je BUHEBA (Priority queue ) [7] 8,
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TEE R T RNV AT BT 4, T FIALN B9AT St 22 32 S0 AT
PR 2T 33X Fh B 1 109 B B A 05 35 3L 1 I W 19 B —
ANTTIE AT R R A R R RS S T AE A £
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JH 8 A5 41 21 52 (organizational resources ) 4 14 #E , U
(] A8 9% DL B & WA 3 RIS B3 BT A4S RORE T  AE  B
T XA AR S B R, e H AR AR R IR T RE 2
ARG B B2 B2 27 (star scientist) BRI 77, 2 &5 E 5
FAE AR AL, X I G AR (A5 sl 7E AR PR
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TE B R W A AR BOHL & 0 AT e L E A X i R A
(nested costs) T 75 , X E AL 2> (nested opportunities ) £ Xt L
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1.2 FRE#HLH L (Isolating mechanisms)
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A DR AF TS A B B R SRR ORI 7 ZER
PP U R P S e B T, R R — A A
AR T H R E AT RE 8 Bl 2H 4 T ke — < S Bl
" (Isolating mechanisms ) , H: B %) 2 B % H 58 4 6 F 19
R (B A 8 S it iz 1] TR ) Uz, &7

X T Al 9 & T RO A BT A 14 % FIES
ELA ) 46 0 SR A, AR T — 28 L RSk U, O3 S — 2 &
I FE AN BE 25 Al 7 > PRAR Y 22 35 #H (economic rent) , [l &
3K B8 L FIAL 1 B — T8 43 (B AT AR 3 23 B & IR 43 T
2 U R R SRR A, — Ok T L AR
TEETEM L VF T 25 e Al A 77 A Rl 00 2 e L 4 58
0T TR AT 1A 0 R R A A ol 2 B Ofe ) At <7 B
ERHLE

WEGEAE % R 32 2AE LUT LA Jr TR 2O 4 B 25 1
VEJ : (A WS AERE 05 1] 49 ) 77 T & v i) A0S W] 80 4%
% (irreversible investments )™ %5 (2, %% U5 09 B #b DL M & F By
AR B I S B T 04 2 WA X B Al T = 3k R R Y
TR MER, Ko e Z e d AT Rk A
RUCBHL 1 52 4 2 B DRSS Al A & A ACOR 377 ) b Jel
TR RSB S W I ROR PR AE ST A 2 Wk A ST
THEAEE £ DT A 75 2 B A ol TC ok 5 7B R R o i i < B
BT BT R R AL A e g AL A S B AT IR 55
Tl R A A s 3R bR T R R AR B XAl
Y B4, 1 25 & RIAUN A SR T HEAB 1 (exclusivity ) ()4 B A
Blos o MARFE T I B0 & R A R il 5 & 1958 4 5 48
IR eS| % ol 7/ G S IR S i N 7 < - S
(Tsolating benefits )"
1.3 & #7321 (Royalty harvesting)

TEAE P N2 T 2 DA DG SCk b BRIV 2 28
ZHUBIESE A L R R B A TR VT ORI B
AL TR T R BV AT S L R AR L
Hh A BREE AL A BT R R AE e (HE — B E B 22904 AR
A A R RT B 53 B 7 T RIETRATE 4R 6 A5 A0 X6 K
38

BAVE AT 1Y £ R BA AR IR X T — 2R B A o
P B3 T RE 4 L R R U, BT B AN BE S il R b AR 1 O 9
(proprietary advantage), FAlIH; Al 5 Ja8 2R B 471 o R 75
VERTTESCA N A T X 3 118 2 e 8, & FIAUN AT 1)
PRIAL T — b Bk 5l L T AR A AN AE e 4% A AT i R
W SIAMEEAR K WIMRIaE B B | 2 i VA HOR bR
THE o it 28 VR b 57 B £l Al 25 ) AT RS o % A AT A
PRI T Z R WA 23 5G] 2k [ 52t

LRIVFAIAT 0 A AE DL AR FE A Ty =g AN [|] 1)
LRVETT Y B Y T2 0 PG H 0 LA A2 19 1 A R 4
A R ABE 2 DL KR AT T 3 38 A A RS 28 AT
(cross license ) TT LA 3BE XU AH HBHL1E Hr 8 AR FF & BT 7 i
A7l g R R S BT 1T 3 55 AT 0 7 A R SR e
A VER] S 32 SCF AT B E R0 3 2 R BOR 5

10]
o

2 5RAR BRI 5 & A B (patent pool ) 1 f8OU A (H 3
SR IAE - 15 BR BB % ) AR % R BR  927 F  F)
KWUAE ) BUAS 5 BEAR IR VA BUZS 5 41 a0 4 AR e g 118197

1.4 i E&BA{E132 i (Defensive strategies with patents)

IR & FIAE by B 480 T B Xt 5 G % 1] LAAE S — Fif
R 1 2 R FLA B D R Y T AR iR 55 T IR — A
S P TN I A WS S D B N o S R B B 7S RN S
B B AL R 9% | 45 % RN B E BOR T 3 B
B A 25 [ 3 o s 7E B R AR R R A0 L S
AT (1 1o B A 3 kR A s R AT M 1 R SRR
S, DT 77 5 A 77 s A R A 23 38 38— A BRI iY
LRI E BT XIS X S0 & R Al 58T 8 T
— A H A (mutual hold—up ) 14 &y 1T ; 40 5% T 1 H
Al B IRV BB B AT R LU A O WA e & R T R
PE2 SRR SR WA R 1 55 A — AN AP A R B AT L AR
—Fh LRI 41 G (portfolio of patents )R , XF F ¥ 78 1) A A7
HR B FURAE P2 J8h R T REOR BRI
DI A B8 7, 55 7 5 K ) Al 8 43 BB 58— A~ % FIUR
A AT B L R ) BT — A58 K 9 <% Bl (arsenal of
patents ) B “ L FIFE I (patent thicket)'®!,

R CRH AR TSR I AN S T FAN SR BRI B 4
FIME— 3R A2 B R H R AL U IR R AL
RA NEHE KA TR RBOR 2T 0 32 3 BRI KR A AT
A C AR RE AT Bl 1) Bk Ak 2 1 B AT DLl e iE
BB H 0, B kN A A kR, DB IE A
AL FIRL2Y,

2 W ERIFIREHAIAF AR

B XA T FIVRIA LA IE , EEAE PR A A
e Sk, 2B E DO Al F RR R B9 B Bk
U5 T DL 3477 1 2 HH 3 2 5 (Differential expectations) | 5]
WA (Asymmetric stakes) I B XFFK (Asymmetric
information ) .

21 HExER

HA A 22 S 0 YR F B X IR I A A9 AN [R] B0 SR U
W4T 30 14 30 3 sl o B T X R Ve A5 2R 0 A0 (E P A
A S B B AR AT BEVE A 3T, FERFIURA b X 2
N R 8 3 T A 2 B AR A (1 e M TR R Y 3R R AT
L, KA B 5 SCHRAR S R AT 2 M (TCI8 R A R IR
W EA RPN ) B — DS AN R RS
TEYRIA T, B T 95 B2 B B2 A% R b S AR B2 R i (1 0 B4
ARFFAE , DA 205 A 18 PR 3R 2% el 43 S 33 gl o o
TR R YRV A A A Y () R VA TR Y A A IR H
FFEARMPRIR A E K, X ARG BCT £ Fein I
VB FAIRA G5 R A E P . P HEAN B E A IE T Xt
Tl ik B 0917 Bl a0 R A ML VR VA XU PSR 3 1
BE GUEEAER) Z R REA 2217, RN BRI A
YRR TG B, X7 19 A Rl 2% (Self—serving Bias ) £ {1 2 1
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TELRIURVA b, B Y i 1) AR 2 78 22 E 1 6
TE, B9 L RUFA RIS A R EEMKRY, EREEXFE—
Fffi 00 < RV — 5 BT AR MR R 4%, A AT RE i T X i 8
Z AR LAEC T XU T8 VR VAT R AR 1 28 5 F A ml
YEF 4% (Joint bargaining surplus ) A Wi 4> L 2 k%

TR A AR 28 S 18— A T PR O U R AT Y B
Z o ARFIA B E TR W, L FIURIA I 3 A A — Rl R
MEAESE R, FEX IR b (G AL — B 2AE N — RS TE
ELEDAR 25 G 14 28 5 WA B AE & FURIA TR s i, A
B (R ALY BT AE 5 s 2 RV AR f O BE R 3R J2 ik
SRR () Y A ERRE (Externality ) 4 A7 7E L J2& U Fl
T AR B B AEAE Y — DR R ™ FE% RV 1 SEBRis AR
rh, Al T BE R AT 04 R A [ 2 A2 B B & R A FE
P B A R, B A0 AT BUR Y < — SRR O
(Lump —sum Policy) H1 “ H o1 B AL B 5K ” (Laissez —faire
Policy). Meurerd N @7 14 TE BRI R T B S0P T
0L R 1A AN BE IS BRI 041 0, 3R W] An SR A & ]
B 2R E & FIE T 2 Y SAST 0 25058 41 BORE 1Y) — 2
B3R, B o TR 3 b S i R B U 1Y SE 4 (post—
settlement competition), M2 5 EOUFIA T 8 i WUT & 1B
T2 (Bl L | I AT £ 11 40 1) 2 R
23 EEAIIR

LN RS 1 A R T R R 2 AR R A B T ol
M o BRAE % RIVRIATE B, % IR F A 1Y 38 4 35 X5
ARG E FUE T e A 25 0, 3R 15 B LT 40 1 —
D5 PR AL F LB R b 7, i AR B A2 0 — 7 ik
AEXSASFI 0 A7, & R AATAE LU A 9 55 e X T30 T fif &
AR, A TEDE R I R bR RIS 2 A X%
A BAERE B, B 7E S BOR (Prior art) BPIRBL | R Ry
AT R SCHR AT A1 AN B8 ME B 52 WA O 4503 7E Se F AR i) L 5%
o, A TR G LR A AR5 WM
(Nonobviousness ) ) 254, 76 B 37 A0 2 B2 o Al m] DA s % ek
TE S H AR T SC AR B TR AR A 76 % R IR VA 1 3l
iz S 5 g (Signaling Strategies)%%?fﬁﬁx71:5@“%}@
WY — b B X R E S RN R AU A
PR R R B BT oy, DL R ik ok 4 i ) I AL PR - B
W Rl 48 A5 BAXS BRSO A ELE B3 B2,
BRI T 5 R 1A dAKCF R IRIA A S R A2
4 A A Y45 (multiple duration equilibria) B, & X} 38 {4 25 &
B TS B R W i P

AN XK B T R S R AT B A G Y
LRIRRAT N . — I A A FRAE S I 25 3% 3 0] X Jr
3 B R AR B BRI LSS AF B IR R b R TE 2
WL Z T4 . I3 AR — 7 R T ) — T L RE
73, ML AT BE TE VR A Hh R B 22 (0 ) 45 491 4l T LA ) X
Jr i “E AR W B 4 A R A ) 5K (take—it—

or—leave—it offer)™",
3 HEEFENHARAE

B b BIF 5 & RV VA 5 A B 0y 2 O 2 O 28
Tk . R FR 2 R — R B S PR e B
L MNVRIA BT BRI BV PR L e E 2, TSR AR/ AT B
F B8 PR AE Bl (VR AR ) SR 35 I ITYY H A B B S 45 DT
B4 T IR T Al 28 5% &R gy H e ARk

A SRR i3 HIROUL 28 55 ° 19 O7 12, 045 4l & F)
YRR B BB 584 R REAE 48— 09 BLe A 0RO 1k 19 46
TFRIT . [FEE X AR T ks E O SRR AR 2 A R AE AL
FEAEU AT T Al B T g e, A5 Al & AR VA AT Y
WFFE HAT I RS BRI G AR5 A5 IE J2 B T 3 B T, K
WSRO 28 B 2 7 AR 9 W58 A olk & FIUR IR AT A
AR

T Al F R SO A BB R TT A A Y A 2R
7 (irreducible complexity ) , RFFE 4k & Fl A & B, —
L T G O P 20 i S SN R SR AT REA T A S RE R A
LI A A ol & R 1 %W A5 BT 55 R 28 5 2 Oy 1k 22 ) ik
FAAEAE YA | UL AR R S A TR X — U 28 5 2 T4 PR 1 28
SCRh A BE— s, HUE, URARAEAE R B ORI 5k W=
(methodological rift) &, H AR IAE . —J7 1, 4 58 1 3
P 08 A T RN SEUERIE S 22 (W) A A 4 2200, 95 — 7 T, PR
e AR 18 B 20 R i A R AR A A 2 R R Ry A F
W3 IR, FIR IR BGRB8 T B 52 5 RN AU S5 HE
& IRk AR R

4 XEWEFFLXBARTNEE

23 1 2SS 1, E M & R IR VA K A 56
BF 53 76 BE A SR AR T — R2 A9 228 , 15 H BB 777
), B — IR AT
4.1 T4 AE 3T O ol F F R4 B B A% 1 Y B2 I R R A 2 B

Lo v I N I O = o S I N i S A B D
i, A7 KU AN AR R, & R M AR AN —FE X
IR P E T AL FIURIA B R EAT AL A ol H 2 )
YRV A 25 4T L AT AV RRAE 1 25 B

— BB SCR AT AT T A IR ATl H AR 1k T A
R T, X LA 7R AS TR T M 04 A0 ol i gl I s (%) P9 ZE BILAH
BCRE AT 82 S U AT A B X 32 Ak Bk R % B (rational
choice) 31 7, HE X 32 S # 2 (R B 9 A ) L .
—EHEIE R TR R T ORISR L AR A
P AP o AR S M B U e MR L X R T
A G F 80T B A S Al & R R A SEIE
O] N Y (A () S SP Y LR U e T R A
E Al & FUVF T SR, — SRR (B T LK 96 {15 45
T AHNBE 2200 (1) J2 |, 3 S0 A58 R A7 A 1) BEE o 2 4 B xef AR
TS R R AT B2 e AT R DL S B i
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B RS AR A o SEBR b Al T R R VA TG B A
B TR T AN E VRS A O R B AT Ml R AR SUAE Aol %
FIUFIA TG €0, 33 20 R AR X Bl B — B R AL, PR G )
B i FH 22 o0 G2 19 F 22 S 53 07 0k (L. SCRRIF 5% SE IR AR
LA B BT MR SR ) SR AN B2
4.2 N RERFISMEBEY 1 2 2 30 4A B M H & R IR A KR
Bt AT

TEE A B9 SCHR R, DG T Al % R IR A 5 52 1 18 2% 1
WEFE AT LA G2 VT 4 FeAf (R0 2 00 5% B0 4 ) 1 56 1 S5
VA UAS R RS ) [ B Re R OC A9 48 52 40 A, N 3 i AT &
FIRIATT A B AL RS B 5%, i 2200 T ] R 8 AR Ak iy A ]
T UL I S B R VA SRS AR A B AR Lt o0 AT . S Ah A
MY Al P9 A EBAH G 2244 1) BE 2 4 % % R R BN TR B
55 S50 s ma VR, AT 3 380 £l & R TR v ik i o
AR BB 52 e () BIF 5 R X AR OF HUBIF S LU A, oK
T BL— 48— P HE B X A% 0 [a] B E A7 4

M B2 ARG SRS BRI b 54L&
B B 558 AN W6 3 11 2 R ol 2 220 A ER B (Scanning the
Horizon) Jf- BUHE X S A0 AT Hh OB S AE T RIRIA T, Aisall (ke
YR BLYR BEFE FRATTE S A5 00 iV Y TE 32 204k 9 3B
FHNER 7 iy SRS 3D 7 AR Al i A Ak T3
AW PR DR AS W 8 4 L B | LA B - b S IR
Bbr, JHEEAFEWASI7I 0 7 W (Strategic Thrust) , 415
B R ACESG | B8 IR 5F o8 0% BE J) (Strategic
Capability) , ANARZEXF BT 8R% o L IR DML

FFUL,  #E— 20 W W58 20 O T £ ol 1 3 2 1 % i OB
A Al Y EB A A Y g AR RRAEAS B R — 2 A AR
1 TR AT WS EATTAE T R URA 89 A W] B B R
AT AN ] 3 550 1l R 38 280 M 5% e R A R R B R RE L I | R
FUE AR, 30 0 3 2 g S5 7 2 52 e g <UL 7 [ 9 43
B, AT LA — 2548 7 Aisll % R R g 5 BT Ak 34355 22 8] AN AT
STEINRR
43 WMRNERLEMEESH—THRE

Al L F R 1A W TE e U7 T Y kR AR TR AR R AR
B L2 i AR R RS 3 A I 28 U 2 R BT J e 1, R T
16 L RIS B0 BE 16 (1) 5% b BB A8 41 2l A3 5 5 T IR A
HEAT | BB A5 4G iR A TR 5 gk [0 800 1) JEL 4R BB 7 EL X T e 1Y
PN T8 R AR Jo 45 () J0 A0 5 2 R A7 R AT R 22 J2 T 1 S8 . 1
TR AT B R R BT ARl & R R SR I T AN B
— MR AT RIS

S FL DAL Ry FH RO 28 % 2% O 1 R i 5% Al &
PRIMAT NG, BRI T3 B0E w5k, ol TR
INT R — B 22 5y, TR T LA 28 5 AR S A 8 T HL R
3 AT A Ml 8 0 PR R B Bl 5 Uk, Al & R R VA T Bl
W25 H AR B e A7, BT DK 28 5 AR
N7 FH 30 PR R 380 A ol T RO R BIF 5 A0 5 FE U, Al
LGRRAMG S AT REEA —ERENRME, (HE,

TE AL & FIYRIA I S b A AUA KPR 28 5 1 3, d Al
A E R AT, AL RIURIR TG B R Ak A AR
FLEE P B IIE M 2B 3 (Logic of Exchange),
WO E A Y f E % HE T (Logic of
Appropriateness) . 72 iX S8 7 P4 BEAT R (s B REAE 2
KRB AR Z by G 2D MBI A RE AT 38
AL Ak E Y WE 2

X 33k — i) Ry [ 250y OB e B e B s GO0 28 T
22N ERREA L R VR IR AR T A A, DL KAl &
R VA W L ) R 22 U A A LR AR B A A R
ST ORI Y R RTE M B AE S 5 IR b R, e
LA PR A I 458 B2E 5 0 MR B RE AT 23S
TN B T PR R B A O 1 IR S PR A BLA i
VIR 2 AR AR 05 NSO 3, DA o B e A A
BT B RTRIESE ARl % RV W B A% 0 T o SR )
TET o R e AT R 7 i A 1) O TP R SR 22 ORI A
VAT AT M7 sl PR FLRE T AT 22 980 Al & FVRR SRS 1
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