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Technological Difficulty, Technological Spillover,
and Private Incentive for Cooperative R&D
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Abstract

Firms prefer in some specific conditions cooperative R&D to non-cooperative
for developing technology. Previous studies on the conditions show firms want
to choose cost-sharing type of cooperative R&D (the CS-RJV) rather than
non-cooperative one when target technology is either ‘relatively easy’ or ‘rela
tively difficult’, and to join multiple-research type of cooperation (the
MR-RJV) than to compete each other if technology is only ':elaitively easy’.
However, by introducing technological spillover as well as difficulty of tech-
nology, it is shown that this seemingly contrasted phenomenon almost
disappears ; the MR-RJV can be also preferred by firms even in case of ‘rela
tively difficult’ technology only if there exists some extent of a technological

spillover.
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L. A

“a

719 AR AA ZIeME S & A7 4% §A Jlenge dod o4
Fel2 & AA7ME AAso ¥ Ve E e Rl A g ARG uF
A} RS 130l 24 AAE (Competitive R&D) o} €83 A7A4E T
ZEANY (Cooperative R&D &2 Research Joint Venture) & M3 8 AlH &
o] & A& oW 4FAsL

olglg &aldl tistd Marjit [1991]2 71&Mdo] o= vl¢ AFAY S
e AL A F FEAAM 711Gl FEATFNLE H3gde A& =34, @
¥ Combs [1992]& Marjite] ojgj@ Z=st u]&EH¥ (Cost-sharing Type) TER
FALd ¥FEGE 45U 2 FEATNLEE FFo] Marjit7} A gy
£ ¥4 €8 leMde] 4TE WrtiEm) Fo Fojd A$ d& F&0 E&
& 2ol2 ot : A7u)7HY (Multiple-research Type) 5 U771 ¢ Marjite] ¥
SEEY FTEAMNEIS g JleMge] ddH2Z HE Feon 7ijde] A3
e Aot &, uSEEY FFATNEA A /g AExA0) s&hEe
ol &uoA LY (Both—sides) vl ¥s] AFuFTY FEAFME dig
Axx0L 8Y (One—side) ok Aol& & Holx UG

FEAFNLS E50) wa} s1Qe] HszEUol B 4 rke Combs o BE
of didte], £ Combs 9 o] A7t didd] F4E F4o] AUA go
9 2ot QurAQ FHejM e Combs 7t A v SEGY AFuFY FELARA
We] Q] ZojHo] AltAA drke A& wFdad ¥o. & druiFy o
Al B R EE TS FASHA Ziside] ddiAez dg A& 493 S oL F
Aol 7Z1¢el 3] M3 E 4 USS Boly ¥k

ol& 93l BIAME &g EAHOE iglde] dolE o 7&e #F
#3} (Technological Spillover) W48 E4d E=4dAth A7 aF31a st 7

1) 714e 598 248 54 7AW AA(Ex Ante)d 71y Exh Lo g gog £
FREAQF MY £ gk 29 =g dFojA Combs [1993]L ojaidt Fue] zEATMESL 4
FE7 8o 3 XH 9o) A ¥ T4 (Information-pooling Type) 2SI eE Raz ot

—~ 142~



AME Choi [1993] & SF A AANHL e JAHFESE: 4 <

W AFVIde 2R AAVdeR oA 29 slEoAL guidg. oL o
vle] 71¢d aSFaFH7E E B J1EMLe] 5H1F oo Ass] wEe] /A
EAFA 71ege] §Ue ZAEA €

Zlene dolre 53 7le9 &4y AYF B (Propensity of Industry)
< telle Rz EEFE B 719 Jleld §5¢ #FY Mansfield
[1986] o 7% 714l A HEZRALE Fsl 71€/Md €50l AYvigd Aol7} UL
& 2433 k. 8 /¢y BFEFEe SHAEY BIPEe A FY F
Ade Aoz 7Yl 71¢ 24 (Imitation of Technology) 53 #do] Ut} E3A
7t olvl AL r&d dis S¥EA BEsa] Rdde AHLS 2IE 71eF
Sgaste] 43 g3t §40.?

€ 479 748 dgd A 2deMe 48 48 2dE AN 389
Me 71ge FFATME A5 2P vREDIH AFuFHoZ FEIA v
23gen 42804 ERSSA

I.= 9

AL F 1] Z1eied A3 BAse 4%E P Jleng eAdA
7Z19del M2 99 /7348 4+ oy AxAAY ZLEAF AZdAdMEe BE
2EW (Anti-trust Law) o] ¢8ls] @3e] PG 735
2d Fgo] B8% 7|58 FYsy g P

F

P=Fut§ Q742E £ o 7ledd 438 &8

0=%F 7194 ¥ 7Idvte]l ALl FARIL =T HITH AL 7ieF
e R R M

3) AP VA ATAHE JUVAZ FHE TEATPAYL YN SUENFIMY AUD BY
o A9E AH &84 WHE A% WAGIZ (Benchmark) 715& YRE ¢ dolg. BIE FE
FEAY) A Z@A Froe 19 ANF P BAH o) W) AN ESHl A0e W
Avbaste YWY Avol Yok
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p=F 719 EF dFdde £52 2 F § 7)gte] edd] 43
3¢ 71e3 sgEaRe 27
a==% 719jo] RF dxAY £& A ¥AY dvjdte 2T AAY F¢
7o) oY
=% 71 BF A7AE) 4TH A5 7idiely
=% 79} 2% 832 AA7Igo] 71&ige] AN o ZZTF 7)
49 7ol
=5 7|Y 2F FAFL A7l el 4FE o AAS 7)
9] 7ldiel9

AR AFNEA 7149 AL FTAR BE 2 A19e] FFES ) e
Aed sanse gt Webdl € «rlN 7148 FFEAE T AN PRH
Qen o oln AW 71¢s 2@ o] B&EFH (Learning Effect) & WA
7l A% RY. F B A1) AeMEe) HBET AeAEe AYF 7o) o
F 2R A$, 2 7190 NS dASRDAHAE JleAge AWl e AL
AeAE Fo1E okl §% % YN JleRPol 4¢ ol ABe TAD
Roinh, |

AU AT AIT A F A199 99 Fe T(O)=rF(6)+r(5)% T
(P)=1F(p)+n"(p) ol W}, 71¢A HFAFe] M E T3 ol HYshat.

713 1:
daSF(X) /dx<0, dn"S(x) /dX=0, x=5 or p
dy. (%) /dx=d[#5F (x)4+="(x) Jdx<0, X=6 or p
> (1)=n"(1)=r, 7"(0)=0,
0<56<p=<1->7F0= 22X =2X(p) = 25°

g 12 7o olAHE /1¢d FFAA 24F J1EME HTAL oY
& Zagthz A% Agl AR 7YY olde doz Frhshe R ugd.

4) Choi [1993] #=.
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8% AL 4TE /19 R A14d FFEA AlAE 2R ZAe AN
Aot FHAY ZAE TR AAWA ool W@ Tt slolizse Ao
2, olo] sl Choi (193] & 7ML HFEAA AN ALrlee FoE+S
97 Aol 45y qRO2 1 048 4P olAY v AuE Nle
W AAug (Monitoring Cost) of #X AL 7149 ooz TYRYY
gol4l4 (Fixed—fee Licensing) T s145& A% s34l x¥ 4 Uk 74
19 A% g Aed HFEA /19 AeAE AAFY #7o B g
ol 2 A3 4GAA o] Te I wLe vyehag,

3. 7igde] FSHWNY HE=A

3.1 v 88"y FEA 719 (Cooperative R&D for cost-sharing of R&D cost) 2]
As

Zleidd & A9 ALPEe ded] YU /g GAEPRER Qe A
F AdFEE YedE 933 A

Dj : jiA sig)e] A FAE dANgE AT, i=1, 2

NDj : jiis] 71ge] AL £ AAE A ¥ AL, i=1, 2
C:71%°] FFATMEL Heste A$

NC: 71qj°] 543 A7ME (3L 743 AL d9de 3%

A 71
R&D AR

D,(NC)

QB 1) SEAMOIM FiaIHul Xnist (o] AMHY B
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71l 71670 v &g FFIAA EF3e TEATAL AAE e B+
A £ 7144 JAEAY REYGA 7 79 AFe F&Ee dArze ey 7
o

(ND,, D,) = [Pa™(8) + (1-P)x, Pr*(8) + (1-P)a~F],

(ND,, ND,) — [=, =],

(D, D,(C)) = [Pr*+(1~P)a—F /2, Pr*+(1~P)n—F /2],

(D, D,(NC)) — [P%S+P(1—P)a*(p)+(1—P)Pa™(p)+(1-P)x—F,
P2r5S+P(1-P)n% (p) +(1-P)Pn™(p)+(1—-P)%a—F],

(D, ND,) - [Pr*¥(8)+(1-P)a—F, Pr™+(8)+(1~P)x]

714 27 D, W& Mg o, 719 10 F4F A7AE D,(NC) AFe He@
ge 2 gojde

1) TN = PHSS4+P(1-P)x¥(p)+(1-P)PrS(p)+(1-P)n2—F~
[Paf3(5)+(1~P)x]

°olZ, 71g 10] v $29Y TFATALA D2AC) AFL W@ ¢ojole
(2)  [If = P55+ -P)a~F /2—[Pa"5(8)+(1—P)x]

ol ©t. A9l 270l 71ge ZeMY Yeld) ¥ 7] YR, BN ws| A3
A7AEH FEAFALS Ay S vz 7] dEe] N3} IC BT Hg=
A (Non—negative Conditions)@ RE@Tz 7Hista. E¢ Inigle £4 A4
A Aol 7lelgel AEY A Ax AR odd 155U} AeAE oA o
e zug® FAY P2oT YR

7V 2:
P%S4P(1-P)nF (p) +(1~P)Pr>(p)+(1—-P)2—~F—[Paf3(8)+(1~P)z] > 0

5) ol @& JleAY A Hdbe] QY AFS sHu|Ee2 7]&7/ W) Reservation Value & 3
€ AoZ 7led oA AUE AFAM 43 e oldLg & £ A o] seAEH &
HE (2d L3 22 A9 glo, of & otz THHo Y] R EFP AFe Mg 7
Fo 23] #|A(Normalize) ¥ 4 Ut

— 7146 —



PSS+ (1—-P)n—F /2—[Pa™(8)+(1-P)a] > 0, n < n>°

7t 2¢] wet (ND,, ND,) A2 oA #s&7t € 4 gick 4 (1)9 +¥& A
28

(3) 4 ()9 $9 = PZSS+P(1-P)n5F(p)+(1-P)Pr(p)+(1~P)2a—F~—
[Pa3(8)+(1-P)x]
= P%554+-P(1-P)L(p)+(1—-P)2a—F—[Pa"5(8)+(1—P)x]
+Pr5F(8)+(1-P)n—F~n—[PrF(8)+(1~P)a—F—x]
= PrSF4+(1~P)n—~F—a—P{Z(8) - L(p)+P[L(p) =255 -z ]}

ddl, 718 19 g8l L) —L(p) =0 o1z g 713 201 s} Llp) —a5—a=>X
(p)—275520 olm=x PrSF(8)+(1—P)n—F ) n o] 4 ¥sted, Marjit[1991]¢] =33
FYsii, (ND, ND,) dere @Yol Alej€dct (Dominated).

olA] NeMYE ¥ FF FPHoZ T AUYL, HEYHez @ AAJE HYsie=
SJAEAEAE AHEA FFAFAMEH AYH AFMERY YAl i3t
Zo] Aojsy,

€Y AIL(P, p)=II,°*—M"=F /2—~P(1—-P)[L(p) —n—1"*]
AATL, /2p=—P(1—P)-dS(p) /dp 2 0
aAIl, /oP=(2P-1)[L(p) —n—n%] 2 0, if P =2 1/2
S dp/dP 2 Gif P = 1/2

ol &L gge] FEL WHU

A 1. Pi(p)# Pi(p) (PKP)E AIL(P,p)=0 9] & & P* P (P* < P)
€ AIL(P,0)=0 9 sigt & uf,{P\P € (0, P,(p) or VP € (Py(p), 1)}E T3
Pol 493 {piVp € (p™'(Py), 1] or Vp € (pi (P3), 1] or p € [0,1] for P <
P and P 2 P }& WE3e po] IHA 7L 35I7ALE BAF A7A
druch AssiA €k
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9. P(0-P)& P=1/2 oA Hdige z7 W& %54 P1-P)[Z(p)—n*]
> F/2 o d43% Pl Pulp)<P<Py(p)ielA Pi(p) Pip)e < Pilp) € 1/2 <
Pip)& 5@k ojuf Pe(1/2, DA 2AIL /2P0 ©lBE, del9] pst VP €
(Pp), D9 FGolld am(-) > 0ol 4B} ol Vp € (pH(P), 1) F& Vp
€ (p(P), 1) 991 AIL(-) > 0 o] AYsle HHEE EA 7M.

vt Pe(0, 1/2)9A 2AIL, /aP ( 0 |22 499 ps} VP € (0, Pilp))d 99
A AIL(-) > 0 o] AY3 ole Vp € (p(P), 1] T& Vp € (p'(Py), 1]

g FHAA AIL(-) > 0 o) dHse B2 2PE 4 U
f

]
1
4
1
1
N
1]
|
]
]
]

- - e T L v Y = Ay 0 = o o
1 ” ’ ’ ’ , , o ’ . v 4 g ’ ’

S N T L L L L

P

HJ

0 P Py
<ad 2) 7igio] HIBREY ISATMUR MEsts =HY

(29 2> Marjit [191]¢] Z3HE P} p APz §34F RAolt, Marjite] A+
£ 71€d AFEHRI 02 A3 #ADsEE (0, P (Pr1) #eA 7i]]o] H]
$EFY TEATAMNEE AxEe A9 HFac

ARH STAE T 5249 AFME (Go-Alone R&D)9] #UL BH/NIL
MAST AEdTe clde SAAY ey = SAMYA A AU e
AWA ALY =3 7i%4 (Possibility for Monopoly)& Marjite] A& 7|
Ade] dolert JuiHos e 4AY vl g ozl Aol Fopannk” v s)&

6) [ 2]o1Ais} o] 71¢A AFARY 275} 19 o 7idel &4 FFAFALL Hiss) g =
A& ol ZleMd YFA Y BB oo) g 27, 15 <nt+2Fg VEY vojct

7) 71&7do) dg 4ou oA YAA GV ASAN AANYANAE g & g0l Aot wety
ol 7lgs A JEMEA AA/AE MASE SAHZ AWl 4FE 7540l FjAn}. o
2 oEe e AeE AAAY TE P AR dolEd AW BEo} e =27t AYey
(Marjit [19911).
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A wFaAFde 71eMEA SHVSAEARYGe EFHF o]y A (Monopoly Payoff in
R&D Races)o} 4% "G & & Aok /AL 7i¢ AFasist & 3¢ 7
M gare] olde JUH oz ZFAFHs] wield.

P4 1288 2713 g9 B2yeE 48 + Atk

BzAE 1. Pyt PPy ( PHE AIL(P,0)=0 & ¥ 2ol8} & v VP € (0,
Pl & VP € [Pt 1) & BFde 74y £F44 714 71¢3 sFa
FAglel AW AFALFYRg v GELSY FFATNLE A5 (5H ).

o] BzxAde 71ed HFaFe Fxd FARQC] ZleNLd dolxrt EZJFE
(1% AAHAY vl$ AL 949)E HoiAA HE FFATFMNLL FAAA AL
o 34 didde AL BAEd

3. 2 AFu2y FEIATF/MNE (Cooperative R&D for multiple research) 8] 7%

dE FEAFAMLY FFHo| rlede AFe FYJHRcde AEFdd E3Ho
A FeE Ut I Z1eAgdd da A 14F digEe] e S
7198 FEAPME 2L B3 71 oldd BEE FARFEEN JEML
FEEAE ANY 4 3k Combs & 7o A4q¥ & Qe 7|eMy Z2HETL
geol 7149 el o] @Y Z2AER ¥FE 9 o FHgEHe] 7t
e Boli el & dTdAME 7|99 Yol ¥¥FUdL FAHLZ rryEd
ot o] A% EAF AFALY HFGEol Pold FEATFLe AFYEL 2¥ &
7}l 2P2 WE £ Uk

HSEGY FEATMEG FAY =28 ALY 9 7ol AHuFY FEIT
Mg AYagd 71efdd A8 82 1-2Poj2& 7o g3 2t

(D), D,(C)) = [2Pn* + (1—2P)n—F, 2Pn%+(1—2P)n—F],
opetx] @A FAY =22 7Y 27 D, Mg A9 o /g 1°] v{EIE

FTEATNLA D(C) Mg AgTid ol
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(5) § = 2Px* + (1-2P)x — F — [PaR(6) + (1—-P)x]
Z1eNEE FY37ie AR F AAHo2 ¥ AU YHem & AUNE
Aeste gAEAPEANE 40, S FEATFAES A APNEy
dstatele g3 2o

(6) AIL(P, p)=IL*—N*

=2Pn5+(1-2P)n~F—[Pn*+P(1—P)n(p) +(1—P)Pn"(p)
+(1-P)n—F]

=P{27%—-YL(p)+PL(p) —n—=*]}

2AIl, /ap=—P(1—P) xd¥(p) /dp=0

2AILy /oP=2r%5—T (p)+2P[¥L(p) ~n—n%]120 if P>[T(p)—22%]/2[T(p)

—n—n*)
.. sign (dp /dP)=— sign(sAIl, /oP) >0 if P<[T(p) —27°] /2[E(p) —n—n*]

°] 3e Y&4 FE& HFY.

34 2. Pyup)& AIL(P, p)=09] #ie} & P:& AIL(P,0)=09] & & df, {P|
VP € (Pslp), D}& ©F3s= P 493 HpiVp € (p7'(Py), 1] or p € [01]
for P> P8 WEde po 494 7Y A5y TEAMMeE A48 4
FAgRY d33A d(EY B%).

BAl 29 WE&L 2oz FASW (28 D 2o 94 (2 D9t (2F D9
e 7149 BFEN} gl A9 A7 Marjitsh Combs o A} vjmsf 1
W (29 29 Azt ALY Madit A7 BHolde e & + Utk AE4
Zol AURoZ e AFAY g HE F LEAN Aol TEATALE AT
e Ade (2Y DANE SIS dehty den J1ed RFast AW
N A 2 99 s g Boluk
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We (2 3> Combs o d7AAe Yzel 2 o Zri2e 2748 42 £ o
o A2y FEATALE BL J1eMRo] FHFezZ 48 P 2 Py 399
A 7199 98] A gthe Combs o AdE 7143 HFast Y AH9 S54¢
sl #3sn 71¢3d SFEH7 23T dddE 2 Ade eFAA o (2
Dol 71¢d FFEFIL p°Y AS 71EMge] 4P ez 4& CD 4999 71&
Nero] AHo 2 olzj AB REOME d7u$Y FEATMLL /YA A4
Mz ¥E {2y Do} FUPFo)A (1Y 2>} Zo] P=1/28& FHez & o
YL oA (27 DofAe} o] s&shgo] FUFez g HAY oje ¥
B BRdA 71de] 472 Y FEATMLE Asse RS B

$8 e 228E g nxPAE 92 4 A

2R3 2. P4E AILP,0)=0 ¢ Zojz ¢ @ VP € [P, )& BEse /&
Ade) FFolM 7 7143 HFasd BAYel 393 AFAYYHuG A7
WY FEATALE ATVHEE 4F).
N, 2 &

of A7eld St FWH ATAY 5L EH AdpALET AAANYT 25D

FAge] A28 4 & Y A52AL Anugy. FEATPALY Mse
AL A9 AHWE SAH APAL WEzd% A¥sel Uk & &
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3 dolxrt AR 71eMNEA 549 Mg 9% viNe wE J1e¢y #E8
Fe 2L AT 539 43N 4% Fe 222 UYgy.

Combs[1892]= ATFW3¥ FEATMNLH HLEGY TEATMNLY H3zA
AolE A RAAIIZ ey oFe Ade e dojz=wg I Y A9
¢ d3olx, Jled HFEANA 8jg FddE ol o7t & oz F
28 £ d7e BAFE o 245H AFNFYE A Zleide] Ao
E AL F90MT 714l 3] dEEche Aol /& AFAAUH W, 7leF
BFEH7E EAG Feole JleAdo] Jdez d$ oz Roldiz A7)
Y FFATMLl M3 ¢ L& ¢ & Uk

VAR 7lele ARL2 APYE Axd o sk FU AAQAsNA QT F
FTAFMEA o] Y £97 B AL ALY o, FEITMLY FFo we} H
Iz €A £ slen FAAd HAY 2IUE Yaz ¥ 4 o & 979 3
€& 717 FEATAEA A BH9 BHo| NF3F oA} §& AAE

7199 FEAFAE NBA @ A3 FARY S AEE & dFe dI3F 7
AX HdIY Jhez, Jlefdd dY SAPYRAA EAAPR 2, &g AF
& WAt WEoE 283 ZleMeye dY FI=Y3} Fos guE &
A,
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