1
2.3 4.1
2 4.2 Intel
2.4 4.3
4.4
2.5 4.5
2.6
N
2.1
® 1, I
(©)
@ p q
@ a b (a>0,b>0)
p=a-bq €))

Vol.55 No.4 47 2002



*

®)

2.2 1

5]/] /71A
S, =ap=d(a—ba)
[M,=S,-l,=0q@-bg)-1,

@G

@) I,

Sw M (HE)®)
heo = 5
2.3 2

2002

@
©)
G110

*

®

©

48

/s

QZA
SZA

SZA = PO, = (a_ b(qu + 08 ))qZA

/72A

qZB
M.®
Q)

I, = SZA —la= (a- b(qu + Oz ))%A =1y ®

®
®
_ a-— quB
Uopo = %
a-b
U280 = quZA
©) (10)
a
Oon0 = Qg0 = %
350 12)(13)(14)
a2
S2Ao = S250 = %
a2
1_Ion = % -1 A
a2
sto = % -1 B
2.4
/,

IBl

qZAO
(10)

q25‘0

SZA 0 525‘0

12)

(13)

14)

Vol.55 No.4



n
n
® q;
q@=234--n) S,
(15)
Sa=pg =(@-b(q, +a, +--+0q,))d, (15
G (16)
a9 (16) an
S,
- = _qul +(a_b(q2 + 05 +"'+qn): 0 (16)
oq,
a-b(q,+q;+---+
o = 2 20% > %) an
(18)
Qo (19)
=0¢,=03 ==0,4, =1, (18)
_a_b(qo+QO+"'+QO)_a_(n_l)b% 19
% = 2b N 2b a9
(19) (20)
o = — (20)
" (n+1b
Qo So (21)
S, = pq, =(a—nbqg,)q, =
4 ab a | & 1)
(n+1)b \ (n+1)b) (n+1)%
1,
, 1,
(22)
a2
nm,=— 1 22
A (n+1) A @2)
[
(23)
a.2
nm,=—= 23
® (n+1)% @3

I15

Vol .55 No.4

49

Ne (24) ™
2
a
————=0 (29)
(N +1)%b
(24) (22)
1, (25)
2
a
=— 2% _ _1,<0 (25)
AN+ P
)(8)
2.5
1
2 3
t]i tZi tS
dlid27d3
1, (22)
(26)
a? a?
I, = t,d, + t,d, +
AT+ Tt (2+1)% 27 (26)
a’ a’
%  td.+r—" t d, |
(3+1)%h °°° (No +1)%p M N A
t;
1 , (26)
2002



L

)

30

@D

32)

(33)

(33)

34)

@n
2 2 n
I, = a 5 t2d2+7a Sty oot
(2+1)b (3+1)°b @n (30) (31)
a’ (32)
(N, +1% "
F a2
" (n+1)%b
r, [
I B I
(26) (27) nl n2 n3 nn
(28) (29) I—[n:Sn_Inl_InZ “'_Inn:
N a2 N a2 a2
Zﬁtidi_lA > Z—ztldl (28) 2, 'nm n2 ”'_Inn
~ (i+1)°b = (i+1)°b (n+1)°b
2
71
(J"thdl >0, (29) b )
+ (
(29)
a.2
Np — (NP +1)2b Npl Np2 — 7777
71, (34)
[4 _ a2 |
t, AT (Np+1) A
(29) Ingr g2 ot Tn, > 1A
1,
1,
| N | No2 Foo I NoN,
2.6 N
1,
(24) (33)
IZ.Z IZZ az a2
2 > 2
(N, +D°b (N +D°b
1y NF > NFJ
I32 133
2002 50

Vol.55 No.4



Pzao G210 (11) Pzao
Guo (D (39)
Poao = % (39)
Pzi0  Pwr
(40)
a a a(Ng -2) 4
_ =2 = 0
Pzro = Pn =3 N-+1 3(Np +1) “0
(33)
Np
q/Vp p/\/p Q/\/p p/Vp (20)
3.1 @ (41)  (42)
Ay, =~ @)
" (N, +1)b
24 N, a
(24) F pr = N 1 (42)
On, Pn, P
On, P, (20) €)) (35) (36)
Ne
dy, = a (35) Ny N > N, (36)
(Ne +Db (42) Np P
N, r
P, :a_b(Q1+qZ+"'+qNF): - P
~ a ~ a (36) p/Vp pA/F
N.+Db "~ N +1
(N +1) F (43)
by~ py =22 o AN No) g3
3.2 . * Np—-1 Ng+1 (Np+D(N:+D
(43) N: N=10
No  N=1 No=9
G0 Ne N=20 No  No=1 N=19
Pao 7 (©)) Prao (43)
G140 €)) €D)) 1
a 10 20
Pino =5 (€D
2 (43)
Puo P Ne N=10  N=20
(38) A
B _a_ _a a(Ng -1 (38) No  N=1 N=9
plAO pNF 2 NF +1 2(NF +1) /V;F.Z /VP:_Zg
2 (43)
Vol .55 No.4 51 2002

G210




10 (N=10
)
3 WN=3
)
1 0.16
® 0.16 ,
(10)
4.1
(Lsh
MCU(Micro Control Unit)
MPU (Micro Processor Unit)
1  MPU(32bit )
( ) (1997 )
( 231 5900 )
WSTS World Semiconductor Trade
Statistics
Intel 81
IBM 4
AMD 3
Motorola 2
TI 1
9

2002

52

0.500

0.450
0.400 —o— I HEIE S E MRS
20 MEA
0350 (NF=20)
0.300
0250 | e S EONSS
’ ! 10 #MEA
0.200 (NF=10)
0.150
0.100
0.050
0.000 bttty - :
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
B 2k 5B ABE ko T, TS AL SIRER B, $ALE:.
LEOW V)
MPU 1 32
MPU Intel 81%
Intel
a
IBM Intel 2
Intel IBM
Intel
MPU 81%
2
IBM Intel
1990 2,272 188 9
1991 2,282 157 17
1992 2,627 244 18
1993 3,354 338 40
1994 4,218 470 81
1995 4,437 550 130
1996 5,491 719 230
1997 5,724 706 224
1998 9,780 1,148 388
1999 10,325 1,187 391
4.2 Intel
@) (®G)(6)
10 Intel
Vol.55 No.4




3
3
1990 3,921 1,930 517 858 650
1991 4,779 2,316 618 1,080 819
1992 5,844 2,557 780 1,490 | 1,067
1993 8,782 3,252 970 3,392 | 2,295
1994 | 11,521 5,576 1,111 3,387 | 2,288
1995 | 16,202 7,811 1,296 5,252 | 3,566
1996 | 20,847 9,164 1,808 7,553 | 5,157
1997 | 25,070 9,945 2,347 9,887 | 6,945
1998 | 26,273 | 12,088 2,509 8,379 | 6,068
1999 | 29,389 | 11,836 3,111 9,767 | 7,314
100 US$
Intel Corporation Annual Report 1999,
Intel Corporation
1999 Intel 29,389(100 USS3)
®) (44)
a2
——=29,389 (44)
2°b
9,767(100 US$)
3,111( ) 10.6% 31.9%
MPU
4.3
2
3 MPU
Intel
4 Intel
1( ) a?/(2%0) 29,389( )
2 a2/ (3%) 13,062
3 a/(4%b) 7,347
4 a/(5%) 4,702
5 a2/ (6%) 3,265
6 a/(7%b) 2,399
7 a/(8%) 1,837
8 a2/ (9%) 1,451
9 a%/(10%h) 1,176
n a2/ ((n+1)%)
Vol .55 No.4

53

(12)(21)

(44)
(12)(21) MPU
Intel
4
4 2
13,062 1995 4 16,202
3 7,347 1993
6 8,782 4
4.4
€H)
a b
Intel
10
Intel 1990 3,921 1999
29,389
8.2
— 1990 1999
2%b
3,921 29,389
a,b t a(r),b(t)
(46)
p=a(t)-b(t)q (46)
(46) b(t) b,
(47
p=a(t)—byq 47
(47 a(t)
2

2002



a(t)

a(t) at)

"

p=a(t)-boq

-bo
o)
aty/b
a(t)
a(t) (48)
a(t) = o'
t Intel Si(t)
Intel
(49)
at)?’ _ gl
t = =
SO 22 b, 22 b,
(49) 3 Intel
a;, B

a, =1.129754(16.06797)

(48)

®

(49)

Intel

- o
Iog%o = —477.4237(-15.7574) R* =0.966188

t R?

Si(D) a;
1.27
a(t) 13%

2002

Intel

4.5

Intel
13%
5
5
100
1990 50,519
1991 54,607
1992 59,865
1993 77,310
1994 101,879
1995 144,404
1996 131,966
1997 137,203
1998 125,612
STS World Semiconductor Trade
Statistics 1999

a,

&, = 1.154364(6.430069)

log B = —274.82(~6.173561) R? = 0.834525

. . a,—a
&, Se(a,) %
2
7t
H,:aq,=a, —asze(_‘al) =1.102352
a,
7t 10 1.894578
Ho:a, =, 10
a,=a,
Intel
Vol .55 No.4



@
@

®
*
®

©)
)

®
©®

(10)
an

Vol

(1)(25)(26)(30)(42)

(18)(44)

(45)

(45)

(30)
Ve

@
@n

@
(IPC) GO6F

.55 No.4

(1) An Economic Review of the Patent System / Fritz
Machlup. 1958.

(2) Patent counsel in industry/Carl G. Baumes. 1964.

(3) Concentration, invention, and innovation./U.S. Govt.
Print. Office. 1965.

(4) Invention and economic growth/Jacob Schmookler.
1966.

(5) Invention growth, and welfare : a theoretical treatment
of technological change/William D. Nordhaus. 1969.
(6) The American patent system : an economic

interpretation/William B. Bennett. 1972.

(7) Patents, invention, and economic change : data and
selected essays/Jacob Schmookler. 1972.

(8) The economic impact of the patent system : a study of
the British experience/C.T. Taylor and Z.A. Silberston.
1973.

(9) The economics of invention and innovation : with a
case study of the development of the hovercraft /P.S.
Johnson. 1975.

(10) An economic theory of technological change : the
case of patents and the United States railroads,
1871-1950/Trevor John Orme Dick. 1978.

(11) R & D, patents, and productivity/Zvi Griliches. 1984.

(12) The economics of invention : a study of the
determinants of inventive activity/Geoffrey Wyatt.
1986.

(13) R & D, invention and competitiveness.:

Organization for Economic Co-operation and Devel opment./
Washington, D.C. Sales agents,
OECD Publications and Information Center. 1986.

(14) The economics of patents and copyrights/John Palmer.
1986.

(15) The economics of the patent system/Erich Kaufer.
1989.

(16) Intellectual property and economic development/
Robert M. Sherwood. 1990.

(17) The economics of intellectual property in a world
without frontiers : a study of computer software/
Meheroo Jussawalla. 1992.

(18) Game Theory for applied economists/Robert Gibbons.
1992.

(19) Introduction to econometrics. Second edition/ G. S.
Maddala. 1992.

(20) The economics of patents/Bureau of Industry
Economics, Canberra : Australian Government
Publishing Service. 1994.

(21) Intellectual property, technology transfer and genetic
resources : an OECD survey of current practices and
policies./Organization for Economic Co-operation and
Development. 1996.

2002



(22) Innovation, patents and technological strategies./ (35) 1990

Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development. (36)

1996. 1992
(23) 1978 (€)) 1993

(38) 1993

24

1979 39
(25) 1983 1993
(26) 1984 (40)
@n , , 1993

1984 (41) 1994
(28)

1985 (42) 1995
29 , 43)
; 1987 1996
(30) ; ; . (48) 1996
1988 (45) )
(€19) 1997
, 1988 PHP (46)
(32) 1998
1989 (C%) 1999
(33) (48) 1999
1990
[€D)) , 1990 (49) 2000
2001.5.16
FAX 03-3581-9188
FAX
100-0013 3-4-2
9,450 8,400 700x 12)
2002 56 Vol .55 No.4



	Ⅰ．はじめに
	Ⅱ．競争企業の戦略と均衡
	2.1 モデルの設定
	2.2 独占企業の利潤最大化戦略（1企業による独占のケース）
	2.3 複占企業の利潤最大化戦略（2企業による複占のケース）
	2.4 自由参入下での静学的均衡（特許制が存在しないケースⅠ）
	2.5 自由参入下での動学的均衡（特許制が存在しないケースⅡ）
	2.6 特許制が存在する下での動学的均衡（N社による複占のケース）

	Ⅲ．特許制の社会経済厚生
	3.1 特許制が存在しない時の価格
	3.2 特許制が存在する下での価格

	Ⅳ．モデルの検証（マイコンと半導体の市場データによる）
	4.1 マイコン市場と特許数
	4.2 Intel社の現状とモデルの適用
	4.3 特許制が存在しないケースの推定
	4.4 市場データの動学的考察
	4.5 モデルの検証

	Ⅴ．おわりに

