3

[e)
5
it

from New Perspectives
KAIST |3 =74 st

1% A AH ARl BE 2
Optimal Timing of Technology Transition

3

2005 5¢ 13 ¥~

3}

V7o)

pul

o

2005

o4 F N W M PEER M T NKE R AP - BT
G %%%ﬂnzr%ﬂ,%%%%ﬂ ﬂmi.g.,
AT mﬁ N m W_m oasl 0} EI o .:L zT e Ho! s ,Ml vi X _.1 #e ﬂ
A pE AP E T LI g 4N e
o B e E S g PN = &
Mo ox T ERxwE L Eg g e 2N <
— 0 = A — o K
N TewpZ® Talat _wg by
o ) w BEwaw ez X%y X0
~ W o o nl T o= = B o WO o = W
~— T ) h R= B ) TR = T o X_l‘._ e . X o
N HM ];Tﬂoﬂoumo oR maﬂ_l,ald-ﬂr‘.dm
b m g S TT RV % F m T oo o oo S Ky Y
T S Mg o »e X = PRV
J° > — 2 S D = AV~ I o =
oo T3 SR - A R I T T
<z o = E A T O S O - IR A T
N oy = © S - T g T o of WX M o g
o) [ s 5 I = % T d o g
W om oo o = G z M x T odo X W S
o) = Moo= mo K = = o2 g P o o = ™ IS
oF T R B o g Uk - g °r oy R N
= I S R = = AR Woge W R S R N
= G 0 . AT NN BT IE T N X W S
5o T ook W A RO o moE E g ke B AN Nk NN 2
N
o R BT OM B TR X T T TROTETEL T
~ @ OH AR o o B o, B AR BT =
T NN M o R e P W PR gy
. ﬂabé i " w@g%z%ﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂ =
TE M R ®T W OH O _ o) T ! B 6 N T o —
2 N "M =% T 4 N N T ®A R G
< A Al ) DT el cliic SV R
o e o g ® M ler%lﬂlxle%woo
BT TN B = BN T g q S
X @.m T 5 o N ma . il "o 5 W m_.A oy % o T A
- = X B owm T T oM o I I
S m CR I B B = e Tl e 2T o
o 3 M ) ) o S w o oo o il s ™ o ™ N
= ﬂ.s%@ﬂurm%moﬁr Eﬂwm?rﬂ;b%ﬂm%ﬂai
2 wm © T < i W
< XUPH@.7%AT@E Ao o Ao gy o dr%ﬂzr
XA oF I = 1o T Ay o o =0 =
" o#a & 4,0! ﬂm o B = o % fiis '~ m_we s OE mo M o OE &3 Wﬁ
— . o — K2 —
S ww ”ow o H LT RRR T T RT g
o N F o " T T T o g T e p o ®ogyg©X R
< S 2 p EE X D B0 e T
2 m Mo oy T B o m ~ = <3 % . w EI ™ N 1_,rA NjJ
=T N o— ot 5 Ty REEETRR N
@ﬁﬂ@ﬂﬂﬂﬂ% o o xRN L TE
W ¥ = £ o X rw E R P
~ X ~ MO o — o E o B Ww H T H o e
TH RN R T A of T R W W W T b B

(New Product Introduction)® A3

- 1063 -



2005 =73 g}etzl/
20054 5€¢ 139~1

)
Off
=
2
T oy
%
tob
Ay
x
ofl
offt
20
i
=
tob

Axpe] A= F2 AASH w4 Rdd s
AREEE ATREC] FE ol Rl FA] A= vt
ARl A AAFS AT wfo] A AlFol
ek Aot 7w 8o HAdA FuE RdS
AAIe PEHQJ ATFE= Barzel (1968), Kamien
& Schwartz (1972), Klincevicz & Luss (1985),
Farzin, et al. (1998), Trasiev & Watanabe (2000)
ol dom AAFES FAlA o] EAE wpekE
A=+ Norton & Bass (1987), Wilson &
Norton (1989), Mazumdar, et al. (1996), Mahazan
& Muller (1996), Matsumoto, et al. (2002) 5°] 31
t}.

off& 3 7% IMM HA A
It} Barzel (1968)AF+ ol# 3t A9 A o]
gal & ¢ e AR EY] FEoR A8 W
Ashe FANE o]0l FIb Alele] H#EAHS
gtk o] #PAS AASE WERA Fo9 F

Y
K3
B
et
tlo
%
=1

=
32
o
)
N
i
=
__)‘4_1"

7}, Discount rate 5= i.¢l3d}
o] HA AHE F87F wy Frista A7)

Barzel?] 3o 714
rel BAAYRES AT BES AAEAT o] AT
o] 7|2 A AHNEL Barzele] A9 HzaA R

e wel HA7e WA el &
It= A2 235 AXZE 997 v, o] 59
AGE xgsle] Fo AAE Klincevicz & Luss
(1985), Farzin, et al. (1998), Trasiev & Watanabe
(200009 23 5k 7EA o H23 AiE Ho

Fi k. o] EYPES] HFES Qo AVe
TE& AHY RYFES =S VE VERY 528
dolut o] F= TheAol wow AVe F8ode=
FA vgo] WAetaL, 2ol A 7|3k w1k vt
s7tete As 7Hgetal e Aotk olelgh At
WHE A7)E 8 A B3 R WMEEo
e AAE S Aleeskal JAIRE 71E VlsS Al st
o AEs

>
>,
ofo
]
ol
o

>
>,
o
2
e
o
]
4
pass
rir

| _m

7l 3] AeAES adehA Estar dve A

A= AYa v
g AAF FAe B FeA B Alxgal
gt 4= 9= A2+ Norton & Bass (1987)2]
£ = F Atk ol&2 o] AFelA Basse bR
de Gt AAESE EAE o 7S AFIH A
Aol wA He AAHs 23t sl o] REE
HI S AAIES] #HA 24 AlAS LZeA = SUA
ool Fe AT FIHS AT &
2Tl Wilson & Norton (1989)¢] <1+ Line
Extension®] ZFWA AAEFe] HA A AES
ATt mHA" SHolA AAlE o] BRYFL TE
< TR

A AAE e FARE, AN S
AbESte] AAIES Aw FA s ofd EA8HA
e S AASEaL At now or never strategy).
Mazumdar, et al. (1996), Mahazan & Muller (1996)
59 A= Wilson & Nortone] 7R T LRkAd
dEe BEEs oo VIE Alsm AEe] As=
(Product Life Cycle)dll w2 AlAE A d=2Fs A
Aletith. AAlRE SA19E dE BYEE2 VIS AlSE
I AAFe wAHRZAA  dEdeE G
(Dynamics)& aLzetal ks FollA om7h itk
stARE A7) 8 AR RYede 2 YiE

o =B AE AFR AAE JEH Aol

v

2

=l

__)‘4_1"
o > N

& 7= 7Ied Aolg 1y A
Aol tehbs 7% Ak 442 28T 5 9
Eowge ANGE Ao B AT ZAoT

3. Model

3.1. Underlying Dynamics
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4. Conclusion and Further Research
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