Technology diffusion forecasting based on the determinants of

technology adoption : the case of power generation industry
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gurzl oz 7|E@Atoleh, & Al(innovations)o] AAF, AFH Ee ANFI7HY
5ol Hol BAAFY WAA AAUbE A4S vi@dtt (Baptista, 1999). mEHA
71&84to] o] Folx|7] HsiME AAFAEY 2171€ A (adoption)o] WEA]
ko] gojof gy, AFAA 7l B8 @S olFrh A7) Hojgta A7
watd B2 A7t Aol Holgrh olES ] Ad XY tad g4,

i) old 2 g3 717t} N A 27t A7t U=

i) o™ a]le oz} 7194 WA 7S 7t AEHEN?

i) oj® ol & ot 7Igdrut Arl&s wel Agske 7ol A=
2 AFeME A Al ols FelA A wWAle] #s FEstuA ok @ 7|30
718 AYstr] A=, o2 71 3%%—% a3 gArER AFE AACE
s} o] ) y]gde]l mEsh: 291e AA 71YLAE (firm specific factors), 7|

2 2915 (technology specific factors) 52 Wi 4 Utk 71 Ao &g A+

rlr

A Z7kA 7148l Probit (Davies, 1979) %3+ Rank (Karshenas &
Stoneman, 1993, 1995) HIWolA @2 A7t o] FRnt. 53] FH L5 v
N FoE dEEHTE 7YY Z7d wE Tlisoly A £8AH Hrol #F
T2 A7t 2ol olFo Rtk Davies (1979 & 714l A7 71&A9 &4
ooz uHEGL olet HHAY Z+ Jdvitke] 37|t (pay—back
period) & 7l& A=Y el F FoA nHsith 7l #F A&
ZleqBE FAY #For uigtRE ZAoEA, JeAMHogREH Y+ HY
(benefit) 2} |4 (cost) & 2& sttt (DeCanio & Laitner, 1997). 71&2] AlZ2<l

o

2
2

S Z & Jlwo] &3 44 Al FAFE(concentration ratio), 719 7H4 AR
9] A& Sol 2H¥Y (Reinganum, 1981; Quirmbach, 1986; Arvanitis &
Hollenstein, 2001).

AG7HA RS 74t - A Qo] #3 A& Probit BE Rank HT
o] FE o]lFUH o] ATHL FE AFTEAE T FE VYA EY FAF
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Rank Zde= 718 FAFEA7 178 EH45S 7L 25 5449 9
A AZlsAEE T3 Heo] dEpA T A o] wakA] Jea g A7 gt
o= 7H8S st Ao (Karshenas & Stoneman, 1993). welA], &4 719 @
ks aHFoEN Yehutes EAEEC] A& F Utk F VieAACE 7HA 2

= o8l TleHd Thede] 22k £ USE nFsA Rtk Dol g
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1€ 84te] Epidemic 230l Atk HZY Filol&9 oyt
B2 4989 i B9 &= o8¢ 712 E 71 AT+ (Baptista, 1999). o]
& Griliches (1957) ol 93} A< 2715925, Mansfield
(1961, 1963)7F 1 °l&4 712& AH&A sl Ado] ottt Mansfield
(196D € " AL t7]o] EYstA doirt t+17]1e Egste 719Y vl&,
i) t7]el 2 A& =Y 7199 v, i) I A& EYFEN A= o]
E, i) A& =Ushr] A 27|FARE, iv) ZIE Foll Holx gE WSy o
e AT olF Bl tlel 1 A& TQshe JIde e ARt w
& 39 2L S—curved 1= 2L AT

o
L
rlo
o
>
1o

-
rl

m = [1 —expla + ,Bt)]'1

oldl, m(t) = t7]o] A& HF’“OPb 7199 =, nS BRG] marjoit) o] A
AXE 71&e I ARIF 71 B4 (uncertainty) & 254 Hol, 7€
TAAGAE Z1e&EAC e FHg 5ol & 7S A Aolw, FAAA

S2keh ARG AR HAFo i 71wy FAato] dojus FAoerE B Qi
a2y o] A BT B2 Hjag wa vk 94, o] AL 7€ AMEA £t
S7Hel met gaas @x Fxslw stk P ZAARSAR] AFS-A}e)
gt 2" HAF ol d& ArAY HAEE FASn Yok (Karshenas &
Stoneman, 1995). 3t FAALLAE 7o it R s +5HQ FE2
23 %ok A £ 893S 23 90 (Jensen, 1988). Altkrt 71&0]- A7) )
gt W3k e Ao Mg ew (Gold, 1980), FAFEAe] Bxldo] 53
ol AlZte] me} B Zor 7 FAA FAFAE FAISAT (Davies

1979; Mahajan & Peterson, 1978). o|¥ u]#o| % E 3} epidemic o] F
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e olfE S—curveel ZIHkate] Alolx g Jla At o]

A2 AR we gol 7199 1&g QAo tha) @7 Probit 4T
7} Epidemic Aol /Exoz AaEo] g, T8t /NEH AT I3 7s
AeQe] Be AFE ol Awpsol 4 AN FARE 74 5 9ol 9
Atk uebd B AFeAE 7199 JeAdd] Fee uAE o7 QAT
Probit 9] 71925 A2, el Epidemici2 e 714298 EAHO
2 ned 2 2919 $AH $942 AR, 1 AHE g 7 71&9 A

ol Bae dEaE AL B ATh

o. d+473

S2vebs 19934 129 Z1$Rggekel 7igde Aeolth 1997d 1249 759
g3 glEe V1FustEY RENPA'S AdYste] AA=e JFAFoR
2008 A 201297k 2A71A wlE& 19909 FFAAM 5.2%F #FEFIE
sttt =3 MEAANAT TFNFAE, FFANLAA 5L =Pz 92
grk o] ENFM A3 BA LAk2MEF AA 1092 St FA
tAE GFE AZE Ao AT itk $AUt #5FE P H
W 2Azks WEHe 959 FEoz Aol ¥ A GDP 1.3%(15%
A)~3.6%(627H) 9] BhE Edo] GAHT ot (A Te] T, 2004).

LANARES T of7] Weko] AA T AAHoz Y KYF Wk Fo sh}
7} 2ANAARSFR 4] BFE Fujsts delto|th LANAALEYE RFS
B9 LAsA 2Ee) oAl FeA R Y= shed, vde LAAA
#RE =87 JAAE ARN dPrigo] o= FE AEE RAANE F73
b= o] AARoz Pesith WY LANNAREI|E0] AFAA oL FE
REFD AA7E, 2 712 Yol AW W F2 od AL Tttt B

77}

A& ool &3 o] & FaARE T|eFate] oA S0] 7ted Aolg.
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g3t 7 71eE A EZ 283 Gtk ojgAl FEK Ve ANEES 9

A ANFHFEol HFTE

ol A AAAREolet £1 DeCanio & Laitner (1997) 7} AAlst Agd =}
&

29 U 71$9 AFFRE 2UE olgste] 4 J1$ FA A5 E shevh

]

QQormF (Islam & Meade, 2000; Bass, 1969),

3.2. HHE
3.2.1. Hlo]g

oA dHe AAY 2 AdFolME A B FEY 20059 2HNAHRES
@7lE 2AMIES HolHE o] &sigith. &, A dd e 2070 71del 2070 7‘1€
(Appendix) ) tigt F7H5 o] g3ttt <HE1>o] vhelgl oy g2 24 .
Z2H B olgst 4 299 #A4 HAE st 22 dolEolt vy &
e, 2005 oA BT dels AAE 2AVA AFTIE ZARRDY ke
SAVME AETVIE BEANL] B4 R AE dHolEHE #&33d. o A
T2 AT FE2E 2009 2AVA AETVIeS dAoE, AAA,
COAaT, CO019 ¥, Huds A, 78T gE, du] 53t
AW HBArE S 77 2ol did] —5~+57kx] JAEC] HAFE WA s n
a5S A BEET HFE -5~+57HAE AT wEbA, wek o| )
= ()9 #&E Zetd 1 78S AR YT AL fle Re=
T X, FHY FE FeEUE 1 7EE BYE it Ade Rew B

oX

i
lo,
3
N
|

4

<E DM ZId¥F, ZleWe, AN e B AWz fo94 439
hdel = Wl A4 719¥s F KNOWE $3& 7ol g Ang
= ARl €3 kel @3 Yoot AwtA 02 epidemic RN Al
Z1gol A3 drhdt S5E vt wel vlee J€d Auddgo] geAgn
Ba ok &, AV dis] 2 43 9o A7 B&44 (uncertainty) 7}
9189 1 7les AEE Fg5o] Fokdm Bu Ytk (Karshenas &

Stoneman, 1993). SIZE+ Rank E&oA 713 @o] tF 1 Q= 7] dolu}
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gge) 7]

by

ATES AZEe A Aol YA dirigde] AVIYETG o
w23 A Alskal Aok (Davies, 1979; Hannan & McDowell, 1984; Karshenas
& Stoneman, 1993; Colombo & Mosconi, 1995; Tourigny & Le, 2004). 15
71ge]l 7198t A7lss E8444 BE gAdE FAANE 9ol 9 A
a2, AHEAR AHZol o &olsty] Wil tirldol &71dro ArVlE A= A
ol v Zsittn ety ok wbE o9 Awtd FAE ¢ AR EA G
(Scherer, 1992; Nooteboom, 1994)). 25 SAHE 71 1L FAAAE
9 A¥Es dEr =7A Fs7] "ol 2 d43d

_’_":
BuAog W] o] AZleAlge 2 HS5A4Y & o v A7

o

o FANT wWE JAFYo R Ar1eAHde] AIHoln WE & 9k TPBRDE
719jo] A71% A BER Aba AE 3%47|2Hpayback period) S ¢lu|sh},
webd JAEE BRE An Qe d5rizte] AW 45 Ave w9 A%
o] gtk ujolmz F(+)¢) RS 7kl Hoz U F Yok EWGT & &
A7t Aoz d3 Qi 71&0] ouRsgelmR AL F oA H|Fo|
7gA5E ArjeAde o B FTHog & olgn AT 5 Yok
7l o= CCOSTS CO2E 1#3kglth. CCOSTE x7] Anje F&o F
At w &S onjshzd 7 @9 AYAWAD. CO2: 71& EAsE 1%
Uet olatgtgad] 4Yd ARES usth 24|, o714 HlWSz CO2A
g sk zEs ol ZAlZk Ag F A7l WRe] JUAARES FpHo
2 1D BP0y AEAIL Bobd o)F meEA Atk dH BATFs 1
HotE 2070 712 271 Lo Qo & BAE Rolx k. wEbA, CCOSTE
AYY ZAr)9e 71EusT nHBe A 2789 adel o)A bias7}t 9
2 & 9ok meEd, 71E Jledu A7le shAE JehE RATIOZ 3718
o2 NENEH A& AAsold] B £HE At A

|
<]

Rl
e

<X 1> "ol H4

W4 W5 v
FEUS y -0, 12 YEhiAE o3t
7lgwS KNOW 710l A 714 T QEvte] BE vyl
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A 5
SIZE 7199 2710199 W& HolEHE ol 8)
TPBRD 7199 A7le 94 BR 34713
EWGT 7149 A 47t F oA s
T CCOST 7€ 27|54
COo2 71€9 71& 71« dH CO2ARE
RATIO 71& 71edH A s

3.2.2. AF5E4

2 dFoMe 79T ZeviFE SYUNTE 1 74 de-Ed anE 34
stz stk o1& fd # AFeME ol HEY (binary choice model) &
o] &3 Tt OlFHNEEHL FHHFTL oG AHgol AFRHT, oWl
A AR wiRkALA (mutually exclusive event)oli &
ol AHEE F Ut F, sty AR AVE R AsE B¢
ZhA el |EFE7E e W ARRET. & dTelAe oldAaERY F M o

AL Luce (1959) 7} A< SE&AT 1 31, Marschak (1960)& o]«
A 713Ee] AAE &3tk =3 McFadden(1974) ) o) 2AA o
2 A 38 Folo] URtstE 7] AT (o] ¢ 91, 2005).

FTHHEFY ol A9 L, THATI d&olojof sta HHWMS9) AP E
7FA ok dohe OLSY 71A-e 2E:A)7)x Eab7] o), Wk 19 OLSE HE
st 742 A2 (bias) & FAt(variance)o] AXA A ZARFHL A3
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ol W, Kt SYEFY Folx, s E(e)=0% BF&h =&, y & AU

=

(latent variable) 24 y*7} oJ® =& o]iold AFAAZE doJuAl Hol y=1, 11

gA o y=0°] HA st tiud A 2 gk,
_Jvif y' >0
Y 0 otherwise

webd, et 2 4e FET 4 gt
Pr(y =1)= Pr(ki_ B.x, +€> 0)
o]

(cumulative distribution function)©°]t}. Z
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qele) 2428 g0l oF Fa, olF M9y

2 7H1 2ASE Wil F4@sE 2906 ©e OLSE A48T & AN 4

]

A FEES EUToEN AKAEE FEE 5 JA HAoh
il

=

FoANE g 2L 24 - 22y 78& 483

K
> B.x, = B, + BKNOW + B,SIZE + B,TPBRD + B,EWGT + B,CCOST + B,CO2+ B,RATIO

Pr(y =1)=F(}Ii/3kxk) )
I:l+exp( Zﬂkxk ]_ (ZARE)

(Zﬂkxk) (T2 EY)

&, ®z)= —(2—”1)7/7 [: exp(— iz—z-sz
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3.2.3. A5 EY

ATNNE 71ed FAE BYL §EG7] daAAs B A 712 A3
st A4, 4+ A7eY AR Ve @ ‘B‘}Ur zQe= Roz A
71&Eo) NAe EAstE 7lEd AVNES T8 AlFdde & FAHY Jed
o] ZAFtty B, olx j2 Yeld
AEH L (C,), =885 (0,), ol E (CO2) e 12 Fd& 7Hdst
Ath (Decanio & Laitner, 1997). o]¥ 7}4-& vy o = ow 7| 9 A9gE
& M EAPY 2ARPE olgde] e Lol BEY FHE e £
t} (McFadden, 2001).
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B AFdME g0l AR &7 L4089 1A¥¢FYe Mo R dad
Zol a¥FE THE F U
U@ =g, + B,C, +B,0,+5,C02,
714 722 AFE F() 9 ZlsE A9 29 ot WA, oH 713 ie A

o) [e}
gL

Pr(i)=

&z £

1
1+e “(Boi+ BriCi+ P20+ $5,CO2;)

2 Jehd = ok ojw) A9EE Pri)E 7€ i Y dAFAMY AFAF gl
e Fstth (Bass, 1969). g, AHEH]S(C,) & 818 (0,) < Azt

Pr(i) =

1 ¢ ; -
S@) = 1+ o Bor BB 0,0+ h5C02) * ¢, =—,0,1) _—E} T 7 ol
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V. AZEH % JledE A%
4.1. AFEHEH

2AREH TEARYE ol §dtel AZFEHS @

3> Yeht Stk F 23o] AY fAMs ARE 2=

O

A= oo <E 2>9) <
dl, SIZE, CO2& 5%

Fzola EAZHOR §9891, KNOW, TPBRD, COSTE 1% M EAH

o2 Fosiit.

Pr > Chi— Odds

Fhol Al &
g AHE FE#% xFeat
(Chi—Sq) Sq Ratio
Intercept(B,) 1 6.9991% 2.8199 6.1604 0.0131
KNOW () 1 0.8783** 0.2769 10.0568 0.0015 2.4068
SIZE( B,) 1 —0.3125% 0.1220 6.5538 0.0104 0;7316
TPBRD(f,) 1 0.2242%+ 0.0842 7.0887 0.0078 1.2513
EWGT(f,) 1 0.0084 0.0090 0.8720 0.3504 1.0084
COST(Ss) 1 —1.0234* 0.3844 7.0876 0.0078 0.3594
Co2(B;) 1 0.0076% 0.0038 4.0784 0.0434 1.0076
RATIO(S,) 1 0.0010 0.0020 0.2444 0.6210 1.0010
*significant at 5% level
** significant at 1% level
<E 3> B3P (Z2HEF)
FolAE  Pr> Chi- Odds
LS AFE % RELA
(Chi—Sq) Sq Ratio
Intercept(5,) 1 4.2312+* 1.7052 6.1573 0.0131
KNOW (8,) 1 0.5407*x 0.1678 10.3829 0.0013 1.7172
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SIZE(B,) 1 —0.1591*  0.0745 6.8561 0.0088 0.8529
TPBRD( ;) 1 0.1398%** 0.0515 7.3824 0.0066 1.1500
EWGT(5,) 1 0.0050 0.0055 0.8373 0.3602 1.0050
COST(B;) 1 —0.6145*+  0.2306 7.1040 0.0077 0.5409
coz2(p,) 1 0.004 6+ 0.0023 3.9681 0.0464 1.0046
RATIO( ;) 1 0.0006 0.0012 0.2142 0.6435 1.0006

*significant at 5% level

** gignificant at 1% level

H ERARYR Z2YRyPe] ARZ U2 gho] dig 4L Odds Ratiogts ©]
g3t Odds@ oW Apzdo] BT FFo tinjste] 1 Aol BAEA %S &
&9 vl golt}. Odds Ratior THE AE¥rt SAE d&olA & WsTte] W3l
2 58 Jehie 235 dujstE A02A 3 W59 FAEHE Juidt 99
A7E B KNOWRIS &, od 71go] dis] €1 Qv fl=rke) Zfolo) u
2 AAER(ZAEY: 24068, T2HEY: 1.7172)7} ZI&eQggd o) 73 2
FEFE PR AR YERG.
A FuEE R, 7199 3717 71d9 A7l A gge)] v
A o] Fo FIE JHthe Aotk old ARyt £ AR g9
T Mg 5 & Qo A, HRAAIE 27) FAEgo] AN MzE B}
3371 FE Argolth. A, ol Fxe) AFAFES FRI JE r|g
e AR AAAEY AYE AR =X Rep] WEe] A9t 2 P44
F Y 2R wet AVjeAgEge] Bg £ itk B4, 24V ESD £
AL &R 2] 200 Ve, 1
 FEER MR d& £ Uve MHA &£§ 4 U 247k~ JFEAN F
gk oobyEt TR ol Agol dAE o waA, JEe Ao WA
T 9E g71ge] AFlEe EdstEE $712900] ZolET |
B3 717e) disiMe de] 238 vl &, SxiFr)ze] S48 A
9 7hsAel At fulold. ol BRI IS A Feve Yn
2

2]
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A AFLHE F5FS Yuiste Aolwm, o]Y ds 3 AT

A0
1o
w
_E,
2
2
=
N

o
{g
o
2}
o]

~—
—

rir

= A7

oy

-218 -



=5 AVl S ARES Avidd. ol ojidstga AFE e
AHS FoAg Fdart Ao dA AFTE AAHF B ATME dHolH /84
o 7EaRle] Hold = HFEA olitstgA: AZE v nH AT
ueha, olitEted AES ®Hte] wWE AR EEY Wt dig HAE
& o, Bo] AXH AEgEo] AN dof AAF Aol d#H, 7+ 7YY
AR AAFH AVlsd] ZIEZIedn] AR didiM e FAHLE
FoakA & AAE K

O

4.2. 7l&dE54dH

DeCanio & Laitner (1997)= Y@ A}E (cross sectional data) & ol &3te] =}
#HY ZleAY 24y HHE AASI T, B Ay V1EFHCR o] RdE Wt
o}, &, DeCanio & Laitner (1997)2 B2 Z 7l 9 AZEAFE AE7F 2+ A
71z EAdol st o] Q] "Eel, & dAFexe 9o 2Aandd 93
et 292 B9 £29 2 7149 ALREL o)$¥ RAS RS o)y
99 2ARPNN B47h 95942 FAIN EAHCR fo8A L3k EWGT
9 RATIOE A9ttt mebd, 72 7129 AUBEE ched 2ol Yed 4
it

6.9991+0.8783KNOW —0.3125SIZE +0.2242TPERD ~1.0234COST +0.0076 CO 2

8 B A ABIRER BEE TT 4 A ) 4 EEBE SN
818, CO2A A8 1x385etn 71481 OLSE g4,
UG) =By — BiC; — Br0,~B,CO2. NN B B, Byr By <E 4> o] 78 4
ATt

<E 4> OLS 4%

&
i
"
oX
B

A t SAF p &




Intercept (f,)  1.7131= 0.4888 3.5048 0.0029

CO2. (B.,) 0.0084 0.0091 0.9275 0.3675
C, (B —0.0005%* 0.0001 -3.3768 0.0038
O, (B,) -0.0072 0.0097 -0.7399 0.4701

adjR*=0.3341

xsignificant at. 1% level

oA 919 OLSARE ol gstel FANCE HA% A5FT 27u4nE o g}
of i71%2) WA NFEHES FohE G Lok

1

S@) = 14 ¢ 1-7131+0.0005C,

olw, 27188 C,7 Aztel w
& RYe Az wet Wete o

&9l (discount) 7} ot 7HA 3, Al S

3 e #4542 2 % ok

[t

dlo

1
C,

~1.7131,40.0005-"

$,(t) =
1+e

74 71€9] 2714188 o83t Alzte] ©rE FAFME J8W <Oy 2>, <a¥
3>3 go] yehdth <29 2> Z&4(He@rrAs Bihtd (IGCC)-F HHD,
7121083 Soigdy (SCR) 2 =719 oln] AL =3Mdeie] o]=2x it
7t Aol "Ed A7|wo] ol AH/E Holv L &F YolEE olE A
o QoM FA7t Basttt o]gA AR EYAF E3PHe] EEditteE 9y
, 71el AZlsel de =7 &89 HHQUQUA 7)ol A3 Zobr A
go] golsiths A& onjgch whd 7]&7(IGFC~SOFC), 7148(IGFC-MCFC),
71£14(LNGE d5dA#A) Y Ae¥e 2718185 18RS W 2 AYo| fof
32 & wFa gt

rir
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Fe 20191, 7199 2rlel W E Awstgo] debzich S5 4% 2

2 711 3717k & ABGBo] & (negative) 9l EFE AHW RoT vighed),
A%F9 A A A et gAY AEEY ABol 4
o okstta ANS 5 ok odv]e] 719 ATHHE hasE BEIFE

A2 2 du] U4 943G 27 &o] 7

WiZol 7led Z714AHGo] Al FLF ez L3, mEhM, 2714
A g2 VAR GEN 5o EF}E JHRoT ol Ve Z7H[§o] Hod
T 2 dFoM = Jl=d v o e
BAMFEA 7led ojddtas AREL &S H AFAD AANY Zed

271483 BEo] oldstgs ARE £ JeAH YoM Fod FFeAe

go] ojw@xlo] digiy FAFHE EEFozHA AT *’F%l?dck o A3

4(=7kast 53dd IGCO)-F HRA), 71€10(d85 Fagddy (SCR)<

2719} x3dHel =@dves dI3E By, Wi 71€7UGFC-SOFC), 7%
8 IGFC—MCFC), 71%14(LNGE® dzxdxLA)L i gdd AREFE A5S
Bolg, 71€7, 71€ 8, 71¢ 149 = Hl7A olitste A AREBo] B2 Ve

- 222 -
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