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Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights)ell tf
g FA A7 E(WTO: World Trade Organi-
zation) & 7] WTO 7KI=E°] #59
A HHE N - 23E AE godaid A
AR B39 AZE AA FME dnstn 9l
o 19989 7€ ulx AW nsEde] A2y
3 A4 1§ (Signature Financial Group)2} &

rr
—‘rj-‘
)y
rlo
i
=
rﬂ.

W3S A AT

..............................................
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’s‘l w59 ?i (mutual fund) +97149 32
< $4& WAF Ao| AP (business model)
3& 7FeatAl a9t (Rivette, 2000b). ool w}

HA FHEApt 7lete d9oz JARY &
2ol wijle] FFo g AAHA =HAo
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o glenz, sgd @2 AHRte 71EAH
o 713 F83 HAe} & F Ut
71€9 7 %ke dE B 71EAY ol
oz WA B T AF 59 3L 3o
F3slo] gon) o] YR FAdte AlEES 4
geuche Y1, AdFee A2FE 2XE V1eH
7} A2 H7Happraiser) &< 7149 A7
u Agtoltt, wEtd olg9 sl JHHske A
2 Gyt A3 44 FEA @dd dEdAY
e ERF Aoy 71de Ad Fa %ot
£ Yol Sz G AEH 2¥E AT
e 71y Waste] AHgsta glot
e hﬂv}z] A9 ARl ALE rle
2 B8 B3, 7HXEse] A
g A% 7 45} 71'E Aeke, =3 A7
Exjo] g Hrh g9 diktez o= e
HaRoz AL e HE $X(real option)
7199 A87FsAE A A% Aol
=Re 5%og AT A2FdMe 7€ 7t

xgrte pdeeA Hrh i, %7t 843, Ve
Hrleke] apolE 7ledct. A3 E 71E 7
Bt 84 7}115147} HES AAR R st
1 EE 83 7|HEL By A% A9 7|
HES 23T AdAdMe 48 T4 HgH
2d-&z2 AVMEAEAHRY L VIestn, AN
z2AE @y} dA/Yg FAL ¥t R e U}
gt Sg3te u 7Rl §4 AU g 9
At =3 A48 g4 2y H84d dislo
=ogth A5 AEoz 71& 7HE) 7Y
AT g AART
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Il. 7l& 7IxIE712] 7HY

2.1. 71 711719 thyd

71 7HXE7e] e &8 71gcith. & Ad
Ae A 719 AdE B9 & F 479 24
ol H& 7|9 WY& A, 7le 7HE}e
EEY YL A% HXEsE FAF e A
A,

Capon® Glazer(1987)& 71€°l& ¥ 9|
9] x&t$(know-how) A, 7199 A B
H AF EE Mulay A 2 gujd 8FHE
A H.(information)e|™ A&7, 2% (process)
71%. 7% (management)”’]&2 Al 7HA 2 74
gein Fojsadt.

Boer(1999)& 71+ #8% 23S 4% A4
o &golgt FYstn, 7leL 71&Y Jlgd A=
£ VEd 84 T F8Y ANg oA
Fegin Aot £33 AFH 7)ey VIELe &
L0 2x HE 71&d thated FAF AR A
gx f&slodol s M ofFe] &3 7|&0
e gdxoz 273} (obsolescence) 8t 3
o] A 48 (science) T FEECIL AH.

919 Aoz n)Fe] B o) sigold FER Jt
A'E AAE e XA g guIdn  + Ao
thA] T3 VgL At e AE Ev A
29 AgEo] ¥k Aol 7ldsiodop ot
wehd 71go] ALHE AFojU MY 2E wuA
Neg wite AL Ak 7199 AN F
ojul 3},

Jled Aoz A E AYL Sil°‘:'i T
#2}:Hintangible asset) 2.2 ¥F8U. 71
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Mk (technology intangible asset)2 583, &
&7bs ¥, vkAa3 Y3(mask works), 99 HlE
(trade secret), =3}, tej¥] X}&(confidential
information) ¥ HAFE AZEY ], dojelujo]x,
9 AAA B9 AZAEL TPIL. FYAE Tl
A 2 A2f7 YHOE QAT BIve BLE &
3 A4 4244 (intellectual property)el2t Az},
AR AR, AFE, AFE LZEH 0] 59
Bz (creative) Fr33 53, A4 AR, 44
v Eo] HAA(innovative) FPOE ol &
F Qlh. Eg A2 A0 A3 AAIHE Eobl
2t A% 3 (market-related), 71% ¥ (techno-
logy-related), <& #¥(artistic-related), A&
e #H(data processing-related), F3 #&
(engineering-related) A4S oAl 72
FE371= H(Reilly & Schweihs, 1999).

golA 7leFYate] A S BE, €784
Aol dii-ol 4 ZTEd WAL AT B3 E
e £ e At 3EE (YA EgE
g & 4 g B AF4NE 7E, 71€FEA
Ab, AAANEE 4P FEIA gda v)Eol@
£oj2 FA8] AE3IR I

1ol 71ed A4 EFM Yuk(gen-
eric)71€, 7I¥t(basic)7l€, A (key)7|EE ¥
FUlx @k dubvigol@ Aujoloje) Zol ¢
A At Axjo] de] &5 BHA Jlgo|,
714t71€0l@ POS(point of sale) #2] Alx#lz}
Zo] G7te] AFAH LAY /AN E AFste Ve
ot} o] ¥ 71EEL #A A FolY A 2EE A
e AgolY AE JAIE Bt tF-§ S|
Jbsditt. olg 2] AAVIEE VI]ddl AN =
% (proprietary)©]® if-(indigenous)3 71&
2A 71d0] B E A&y AT 1 7Y

AL &30 H2% 20014 58

(strategic weapon)°ltH{(Noori, 1990).

Ayl e ol AT AE(ZL
& A2E)E FFke FEAE B9E £+ 4
o222 AR WY FE(mechanism)o] 23} A
F7t4e] AFEnn ¥ & Sl =g dwled
7NEe 7Y dR2RE Felo] shedlnm
71999l 7397t ol rleER2YH v REg
1 7R 71ge] Badtn sle o AR
2, F 94244, A4 A4, AFEY, Y 2 9
#e 9 BYsYlM FEHe A2z £ 5+ 1
. a2eg Ve gy Jiv|eRy
ARHOR d& & e WE(rent)E ok 7}
Aotz Fusln, olg Jled JHA E=F o
(zero)olgt & & gt} wehx & A77t B3
2 sk Ve K9t He e diries ¢
2=

AE(ZL BE, AzE)o] e dir|e=
T gle Afde Zigd dE ANEke
Ao Ty 7EXHke Ao} o AF A
o] #5¥ AEAs} olMH AFNE(R&D) @A
A7tz FE € £ ot 9 AFol 97 A9
4712 FEE e Aole WA AEe
7 HNE FEE ¥, 7 84 7€ AFd
U 1A 7ledE E3E & Ao

FH FY 2719 WAIIQQY 2o F F 7iAY
7lgolu AlFo] 7Y € &I Fe
7197H0 & H7kEe AT ZlEolv AES 7HAH
7b digtel 8 & sl wEkd B A7 SlolA
AAEQ AXNEIL e dTAE Z2AE,
A%, 8471E, WH7IYol €t
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2.2. 7lg 7x|47iet 71E ®ot

71% 7¥X 8 7Hvaluation)$} 71%¢ H7Hassess-
ment)9] Aol& ARV H3td UA 7le H}
€ Asr|=2 @

Z3o| ztu v AU FEL B3] Heotst
71de]  E#HAQA  ARdA=(business
strategy) e FH37] A I4HA ARl
7€ Hrbe ol3d AHA BHAAN FHsHE A
o2 AHA, ougd 7€y Aol 71de AHH
+HE Fze0 EF 7] AETF ARIAF e
olm g Aglo] 285 evlE AAYdn EA, oy
% u)g 71€ FF(technological trends)e] 34
AHE F8] AT 7199 A AdGd 9F
€ AA 8 AW BFFY. old 7ol Ei
g A s 28%E A4 (flexibility) 9]
BN 2AEY, wlg Jle B 71E dF
(technology forecasting)® %3t H7ld &
1t Noori, 1990).

71e Hrte A AYAHo|Bg i]ld v & 7]
€9 A 77} H7te] 71E0] He Ho| g
3}, olske g 7le 7HEI%ste V1Y Age
ZHE YA A7) gutolt}. 71€ X%t
Ae dAZ 7le A7} 23 e 3 AR )
A (fair market value)& %73k Aol F43
¥, 7He® & F¥3 A#(arm’s-length tran-
saction) 4%A 7|£9 343 7} (monetary
value) & &4ske Aoltt.

AA A7t o] iR A] L Aol e 7]&9
Ad 7 E 2 gadte Zlo] dAR
ol AR YAYS = 3 Ao g s
Aol §1E stz vl ettt gty g
29 7€ 7KEI%7e 371 Wi 7led 834 7t

=3 O
€ A
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AE HERAM RAPOAY T2 SFoR FES
T FEAA4 o|Fojd £l gz, Ut 459
Ae 24 A8t FRIAGAY B E g 7
T B3l FHA JIXHME 3984 €. o]
A AN 7l HXFE REL J)e9 J1A
TRY7E 2Y3 iRt RPes woln|
A 8t

Zle M EEHs RYL AR 71e vt
A& AAA Fsthe Aol ATt Aoy
Ao goo] wel Hepo] AAYF HHLAES
ol = & e Aol Ao FAARe] &
AL Z2AHAE T2 WA (venture) TEAHE
o FAste Adle ZTRAES FAHA 71X
7t 34 @A Z2AEJ AYx de e 9

< #9%) ¥ + ke Ao Fasnz A
g4 848 328 F 3l 7€ VNEFE B
Yol f-83514 €48 + Ut

2.3. 7l& 71Xt &

1€ 7197t Ade TR/ AdRes
FYHE A= Sl A w g
F o ole 7le 7HXEste AR J)Eo] &
A3 4% b2t g £ 7] el & )
€ 7%t de 71 gy dA 22 A
o mINE g2 do.

71€ 7149 7te] &3

Zle 7HXEME sste HEAH a7E W
tokshl, ol f¥¥E EFse BE Ogn
t}H(Reilly & Schweihs, 1999).

Ag: 71es 74, #of, o] (licensing)
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€ A% A M4 3.
75 71€9 AR Fds 2= U2 FE 44,
:71€9 NF, AR, 44E A8 AT A
T4 2 AT 7.
7149 7K FR, 71e 4E3E EAHspin-
off), 7€} 7] AgA AFAY FH.
1Y A £ 72 2R W& A
Bt AR 38 A8 FH.
C E3A A, AF Boldy, 7l A B
JAde WA 2%,

£
u

2
*

>
o

Jald 71&9 Ade NEHR o]FojF £
A7 M&A(Merger and Aquisition)olA X
YA o oA/ % Jr},

71& A @A

Ndel slold AFAR(R&D)S A CAE
AR FYE, dze A7NE Z2HES GA
Wz fYshe Aol BusE it & @A
g Bielyd 22 dAME SYHe 8% Y
42 Z2HE 7IQ & 4Fd we} ottt
g 7 dAd et 4F &8, JY i, 47
Qo] ztojol & AA FolA B |7t 8l
o giREe] A7 AYe bt & =9 5
3 SAA PAL BHse Aol Yutolm =
AEQ ALHE 7 Foste Ate W =

B} A3 dAe 953 Z29(Boer, 1999).

B 0 (ofo]rio] B % HF): $4HeE A
F 7k e oteltiolE Hohlol &
e Z2AES 7bedE Aedstn o
E FA 7199 A} 42 n2st

o AR

il

O

ZYSHHT H30A ®2E 20014 5%

ThE 7w} 1 E‘i-’r‘@?

g4 1 (493 g7): 271 FZAE, 8 14,
A Wy, 71ed +9 84 FUY §
3 29 7154, ZHPEZ(platform) 7|
&o| 8 71sA T2 4T AR A7
A A<M (proposal) & 59 ¥a o
< @A AFE AT A9AEH 4%A

< THIT A8 A FE 97

b FREY, 53 24& FHP

BA 2 (894 d7): 7] ZERAR tig Al
ZZAE FEgsta 7]1E9 &8 Fowl
B A4S AY &8 BolE JF AER
oh Aut 2§ AEo i v #FE
v 43 A%e HES AR AF
4§39 FRAA WA (bench) TER
A Azt g, oy ik 3
e} AdE S AT FY AR A
&3},

vAl 3 (4 AEF LS A% AF 143
A AL FHIY. A7 AF
Hol@ AFY A, 71ed, 7153
FART ope} % Ad, oHAYE, 2
Z. WA A, 37 24 5o g
a8 AlgE ou|gt. 2 E(pilot)
AgaEelolt AL AMsta oy 7]
#dae] 4% AA AY 52 ARde
5 Toig Hlge] AEEY. APAL
AES EAA A dtezA FREF
2, AZAEY, Ve I, goldd F
old] HuUslE AT WIES U=
HEZ

A 4 (7] §F3): AR &Y nFEE T
3t AF YA, F2 2 44 #
g FAHo] gdse R HAHE v
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agn. 2HA Fede AQd g
H2E mp®ozA AFo] Aujdn,
B4R AF A4S A Aiteloiy
3% d4o] FE.

#9 d¥ dAe AFAY AES DAl &
E RE Z24EY} 479 dAE BF AXE A
< opyn, A% metde F¢ A L B
o Az vz AYshe A4 g F Urh

. 7l& 7187} 28

3.1. 7l& Fxir1e e

329 AFG Mu|ze A7t ol FoAE Al
ol ZAseg FAF AA7EA (fair market
value)] Wt A1R7hA (market value)<)
giepo] 7bgdith. 2y ol AT EF £
e AAAA b4t 98302 R} F
8, 339 ez HE AR dddte F
8 89ES T2 dHgr o 8L X
Aoyt £ AJjogt A& 7} dAE HE
33 gio},

tryg Jled 9t FEAR Adde ARl
weso] gl & B ol Azst 2EsH
o|RNAY A & FMHA ¥e A4l
s, wed 7igd JHXE AT 2 she}
e Aol W% JHSER K4 FFE mIAE
SUES FAAE A= Aol BoldtA ¥
t}. old i dAFY EuEL Jlede A
g A BHAA FAF FHATYG 4F AR
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7Heol 2 AR AL B9 FUHoE AT
3 8QES AP WEEoln.
McGrath(1997)€ 71€7/0E Fad] glojA v
A o] FEe g BFAUET A 713q I
& MAle F8 8AES AAsEIY. 1 B
B9 d3E FARRE A€ F FACSTY
(total cumulative net revenue), ¥4 #A%
g (sustainability), ¥dsh ®&, 71sig ¥&
o Wl KRR ZA FEHHT. F FHCTYL
AEY F87%, AR HE &%, 1Y AR, B
o F21¢] B8N FA9EH, £ fA5E
& AFE 7ledA 7, AE 2 b5 7]
1gcka sfqich, 3 348 v &2 7149 a%
z, B8 71 Nd, I AR 289 9
wom Jlg/pd uEe VeEd B e
W37)9] deel ogcin Y. olF FAF
2 7)estd oy 2o

rl

fo 4 ao {1 2

8 7Z (structure of demand): A% +89
A% 24 g 2 A% MR

A2 A& £% (speed of adoption): AF L)
2719 2H|Re] T & 2 FAEA] AF

€ 9A ol F(critical mass)9] TFE.

e AAl(blocking): 737383Ate] A} A|F Al
4 BIE A% AAE A W,

+§-(expropriation): A% A Hd &g £§4 &
£ ool A, 83 5o 3.

It ¥ (matching): AEY 2 71%5E 9
le2A gAste AE 4.

B8 (imitation): AEY 45& 24 A A
£ 29,

SMLAZ (infrastructure): Bo) AAAY, 7%
Ad, B4 71, BR Al2d Fo 99472 A

Z YT 302 M2z 20014 5%



3 #d 84,

Wy 7l ¥ (parallel technology develop-
ment): PC Bvjdle PCE AZEgo7l 8
FE Rl AF oo Yo AA vl A
i

FZ HEAY 2£8(cospecialized asset re-
quirements): AF ML 87HE 959
e Ad, 3% e 5.

7143 AH(spillover effects): 71& 7H&ol
g 29 3 9 o|& I AR M
oz A& 7HeA.

7lg +957] 48 (technology life-cycle sta-
tus): ARE 7|&0] E8I7AY 7] §
e 7lge] A BELRS AY A

A9 8JQEE AMEE JQidA 7l&E Y3t
71 9% A4 AdE TEstn Aok A Ao
ok&d upel o] Jle Hrle AYH EXE #An
Atk 71& Holel #AE adELe d7Y ==
HES Hrt SQEH XA o,

Tipping(1995) & AL TRAHEE WHr}s}
£ BYog 7|€7K\detn| =(Technology Value
Pyramid) & 235 ole 3A /X A=x, XE
E2 2 37t A B, 71e9 AWK, 71eY
A 3ol B3 Hote] 571 49l &3 F 337t
A 8Rlez FAHE :

Reilly & Schweihs(1999)F 71€9 7|
YEe F SHET U2T Zol AU

Yol (Adl3): 71€cl A= AEE YD Ve
At & F& 71evt
ol (¥F): AR 71€3} vudlq & o A7)

EA7} ohd7t,

HABAET H30Y M22 20014 53

Tl 7Hx190 719 ATYY

ARE(YEY): AF Ee Mulzd d@HA A}
450, 71ed A3t 154,

AFE(RIEY): 71E0l AHgHe AF € MYl
o HH A&,

AFE(3Y): 71€0] AMEl e Agle] MY Fx.

g JFsy: 7leo] ARZE AFolV HuaZ
g 7tsA.

B8 7tsy: 71eol MEE ARl9 B3 (license)
8 7HeA.

AHES HF: 71€9] &80 4FH.

g8 HF: 71wl ojv] AYPALE AY,

oo (FhF): AFout Au| 29 o] & T2}
TE Y B va

ofol (¢ &) AFod Aujxe o|dEH A3
T8 A4 AEY v,

&3 g e $EE AHdeR A%
ed =& ¥4

493} v & 7)€ 4L 3]isksked = v)E.

YE T 7les At AH M@
.

AlG A& EGE): Neg A3 AF 2 A
vl 29 A A& 1A,

Al HARE(HHE): B 71e AF B Aulad
AN A& vla.

Al FEEAE): AF R Aulx A3 F27t
Y ZL F4 A% ‘

Al FREEHE): B N1E AF R AH2 A
o] Y Szt v,

FA: 71ed U A4 3=

X 2 7gd W JAHe(perceived)
89 & o

o]=+8] NTTC(National Technology Trans-
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fer Center, 1996)914 71& %7t A3t A
g TOP Indext 71€9 7I& g9 1074
£402 Yo ik,

Jlgs 3 71%0l Ad BAA £4024 7)
&9 YAA, UE, 2 Lo, 88§ 75
WY, AdeA, AEE B4 5

B34 219 71&e] a4 S3lo AT &4
o2x 53 7bsA, 83 71T, B3 AR, §
3 U9, 3 ks 5381, A% e 53, ¢
€93 5399 9], 53 A3 &% 7HeA.

3y 84 71e g B4 2 e 85 249
FE, 7129 34 9. 71e A8 AF9 7}
7 733 7+s8 %

Al ajgE: 71g] ANz &3 3535, @A) o
nlefe] Al R, Au 2§ a4, A
A Z2A ma @ A, gEate] A

Jled Zof: e 3ANA d3ds 71ed
A 2 A bed, AE 2Ad 4348
4 Ve, M AR A £ 5.

AZ 58 AF A L85 AT Y, A
Ao & du), A9 2 A |AA, 3 B
e, Az vg £&, F48 A4, A
2 33 #d AR

A 24 AFo] Ut B3F 1#, ¥y 5o
A, 2 AF5E A% A1 A4 83 A ¢
9.

gof Al7]: AT do] AA AE 7bsA, 93
754, digh, duj Al dd=lE AR R,
7V3, 734, #A 83, g Avle 84,

£33 2d: AF Mo Yo 279 FHo
24 7le SdE, ¥ A4, A dAg
o4, #AE 8, AF 79, 44 s
z79] 39,

458

Fab g e 3 A4 g, o4 oy
&, A871A1 9] 3o 713, Aod AL, A
£ 59 AR, A% £, #ejdrh, gd&
T T2 I AR BEF AR

e 4789 W& Jvidd BY, 7le 7}
Ao %S A e FAH 8AES AT A4
o2 BRIl we 533 8% WA
RHHAY 452 XA €& ¢ + 4
. 71€ #7h EE 7HXHe JlolA ol d &
HEY &7 AAe %7t Zdd & 4%e 03
F Aok 2y o B R AA 2o 293
olgte #4E YFdte AL A3 folA %t}

U 472 F3987149(1997)0] AekH
o2 7HALE FFostolol ¥ FHAT 49 &
ARstn Q471edE £&3] d3ld 43 At
999 4 ¢HE A A 71ES AN
o & £5%9 A9 71 A48 gRE 9%
Ay F9%=, 9F(outsourcing)E EHF 7|&
A 7, a7 59 2 Falsye n3d
Zle EAA, A48 A7, €4 989 AE
A8, 27}l A AAF Ao},

ol 3, WA 2(1999) & 7l& 7o 4L
oAE 8Q0EE 714, AN, 844 SXe=
WEFIL FHH 2AES AAIAY. o] dF
T @54 548 n#sd AQA 89 &
AN A% Ve € st Jlon, £3 B33
549 71]d8 A4 42 2 #3r1E AEALA
A & %rksta Qi

BHREANV el AME T HIo AEF ITTC-
TR (Information Technology Transfer Center
- Technology Rating)E TOP Index$} fAISH
TFZ2E 723 Ut WREL 1042A 7184, 7]

BEBT K30A H22 20014 58



7@ 71t Z 1YY APSY

3 B, A4ARAL] B, Qo] 8ol4, A
B, AN, RASYA, AR, FA”
< AF ARG R ARG OITH(LFE, 2000)

3.2. & 75897t 28

7le 7 EE97t 3L X Hste] AnE 3
A2 Ydehlie Ao olvm #Hsl di 7leE
o] $4& WLy AF FRE AT £E
dAM TEH3tn Yot BH Y, T2HY 7Y
4% =¥, %) v E(paired comparison) 2
g 5ol oo &£JTh(ol¥W, ¥ 9, 1999).
ol RY¥EL Wyt AT AAE 2Y3te W
A Aozt Qo 7l #E 88S IAsR Q)
© AoAde Tt =8 89 Hed glojy
Wb FAe Aeky #do| AYstH 2 Ay
o ¥4 Azt 71 Bt 283 e gl

71& 7K 5897t 23 7H‘i’=_}-°4 A dAe ¢ A

AN =g viel B ATEL HlgoE Mg &
Aol HdsEe 71e XY 2AES BEV}
de Bl dFste Aok Y HAF Pl
HA 289 /Y £AE Oe3 2o

9 10 W87} sde] A,

24 2: 97t 8919 QEF,

27 3: 97t aRle] A8 F € WY Ao,

24 4: 97} 8909 7HEA Ze Hny 23,

B2 5: B7te] F8A 848 HAdEE B
g3 Bl FAIHCR A4,

AolA GA 3719 AL 72 LRE AT

55 Fasta 9o Ao 8909 g3 Adol HE
A JAAEEE fof Hd3 & dYe 148

ZHE AT m30A H2Z 20014 53

e T

L&A stdo}r ok @A 5dME oA
g 548 4 Farl HEE de 899 7
old A4 F7& AAe R NTTCH TOP
Index® ol2ig BelA vlzd AASA Hiw
Z¥olzt & 4 it

©A 4914 97t 8918 A& Ashe e
d1E JAHEH (MCDM: multi-criteria deci-
sion making) ¥AeN 7tF3] AP gLdte
4% #8(management science/operations re-
search)d 71 E< €&3te Ao] vz}, of
d sigsle P eze ASEMHY(AHP: An-
alytic Hierarchy Process), VEHIEN#H
(ANP: Analytic Network Analysis), AZQJE

¥4 (conjoint analysis)® @4+ 71'8< LINMAP
5ol St

A X344 (AHP)
74]%’?:’-‘131}7&3% Saaty(1980)7F /W&3t <A
1o ex gatdge] dFE nAe 8AEL
tHﬂ"*rr TERF, 2ER}E A9 A3 FzE
stebate Aol £Aolgt & 4 Ao FYE A4
9 adld fite 8ASVET F Y v (%
qEl@)sle] RAE e FREE AH&dnz o
aiat7] i wlwd dato] b Heolo),
8ol B A9 2989 ¥4 £9E
Aote AL A 9 A7te) 5 W ol
drte Ao A¥AHo2 QIFE ub Ut Qo]
g7 odHoz B J15E 8919 S &
A9l oo met oAl AR olF 1AL §
et ¥ Saatye ol2ld Aol H<ksle] FAl
Huse 889 47t olf 7 s} dx
£ 8982 AFHR HI3e YL ANG
Aolth, EF Aojula Al W7t H4E 1RE 9
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HAS At AHde Feg 2EE ¥in
At

H7t 8¢ Bu FAF R AEsstd £4
&+ gle AHE Za ez 2o Eo9
TN Ha GUstA SEH e 97 7)Y
olg} & 4 th(Kim & Whang, 1993: 34,
B, 1999). 71 %7t Zo] ¥ 8%l §
& A%de 8989 F8E &9 Aoz
A4 7Fsd 7ol

Y EHILH Y (ANP)

Saaty(1996)7} 9] AHP7l Ze 4L B
gatel WAAZ Jgeltt. AHPE 8JdE 9
¥4 (independence) S HAZ 3tn Ut} AAl
o] AAH FAO SlojA B 8QE7E AT
Agste A7 AR £ 9 B ol =
T 85 AAE B o B¥Y3 e A=
fo)8kA) gt} watd AHP 71¥ A4 Ade &
Ao EYPAE 7T ¥ old ulstd FAse
A% A9 g ol 443 FAE FHE3]
$% digke] ANP o]t}

ANPe 8915 4339 %47 (dependence)
& +4302 AHP R¥AHY 8980 Azt
g5 e ¥t ol YHoEE AZFHEE o
EA g #A"D 28U AHP 23 )
3t} B33 Yejolnz Aduin 3] Y B
oAl ©Ho] Ut} wEtA 8289 FREE of
F g3 FrlE dAY £ AHP 2¥Yol
A4 son ddso A adg9 F&EHE
B 838 487t sle Aol et ATH
o= FLEAH(ERA, o|Y, 447, 1999).
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LINMAP

LINMAP Srinivasan® Shocker(1973)7}
AR JPPeRA A YAHENE 47
A8 A 8718 (Linear Programming Techniques
for Multidimensional Analysis of Pre-
ferences)' & 9ulsty FZJAE X (conjoint
analysis) 7|9 Ay $90) AXQE &
Aol@ oj| AlFo] 21 Ue A 3 3o =
Ao Roldle EE&S FAYCEN, 2 70| o
wHE AFS AHEA AF87] AF Pgelot
LINMAP®| @4t #AdM &A4E9 Faxrt 4
2Tz, 1994).

899 M7t BolAE g9 71 A F7}
dtojol Hlm2 AHPAMAY a4 8jE7A F
S=& AEdrlde AP gt Jle Y =
YolM 27 QA€ F_EE Foted A
A &84 F 3l

3.3. AlH J|& kit 28

ADA 71 7HA%7t Y2 97t A%E g
292 YeiAY &2 AR JdeiAY T
B2t 3o Slold #E 84 E] 3y s R &
B hsde AR @0 unetd ARH 2E9
W%t 2zt Az BAEG e st
A7t Zqo LPANAE FHE Aol

A AoA oln] =g uis} o] Hrh dige
71ee 58 Ex od d&de £ qWle
ot o3 7leL AF(FL HE, Azd)ov
Aul2d] Zdslel 4F3) €. 28 WA vl
o] 4 AF &88 F= 3, Je2
Aol 948 7j€¢ER 74 € 7= Y. EF W
AZ1AAE @ F Y F8 71eg ALIHIAA
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U Agagd e ZIdER A9 waAd vl
FHAH7 e A JHed AFA 7EES

7h AE(real assets) A9 7}XH7}

W) 4 Z2HE 797

th A4 A (TP S 7] H L

2 7199 7Hx%7t

g BRog A7 7|PEe] gt

71& 77 oA bR 2 oEel AR
o ¥Zolg & & Uth. webM olyd NUE F
71 7N E7t BAR ALE bsd 24 ARE 1
At Hrle ¢ VIQSE ¥ AW AFL
2 g A7 2L A Jle2 g AWE WA
ggstal HAe 7Y ddsieio} gt

AE T4 7971 719

AE FAg e AF, 719, AL Z2AE

o g FAE T AE FA BT HAH
7he A7dee] F8 AT Folo|BR o]d] #dF
ZMEL Y LA da, FAFE e did
o AR nYMd FEHI U, FF|YE
(ARR: average rate of return)d, AHE3]s7]
ZH(payback period)d, 835 &8 (DCF: dis-
counted cash flow)§o2 TEAZFX(NPV:
4] &(IRR: inter-
43

net present value)d, W%
nal rate of return)d, BA7FX|AFH(
F4) 5ol AHRAA, F3Hg, 1995).
71¢ §A9 Ao DCFyel vlad di &
45Ed ol TRl ©E dxd dF 389
£@A7IX (NPV: net present value)& 78 R
olt}. DCFY £ AA A&sh= 21 UM wiE
NAE, 371 713 ge] BEVR] F& At W
Aol of 77 dtHEZA=E, ¥, A,
1996). 71& FA=2 doAE vlHe F3ES

Z AT H30A ®2E 20014 58

7% THE7L JiMT Yy

dzsleid vlPe FY(revenue) & < S3too}
goh. g Jee 39 dysdY g Ve
201do|t}. olgt o] & 7]kl T3t AF of

Z9ol} 7lge] 45EE dFdte Frde d
2AH(S-curve)& FE2& AFFH 23S Bl
o] 4%tH(Boer, 1999: Kim & Whang, 1993).

ALY FA9 7HA%H7t

Nl LI B B o= L A B S
g8 2Ye Fx9 v REYEM (cost-benefit
analysis) 87} #/& °]F1 U Olsend
#A4(index of return), Pacificod] ZZHE
A% (project number), Teal®] AVTFHFEEATF
(index of research effectiveness) &°| °]l
St 4E, dHLe 9, 1999). vlLEAEH
ol Tl o /UFYE FAHGLE YFo
2E RAojrt, o 7lYe] AYxn Sle e ul&
& vnd BA Fo] AT £ A4S
ol Z@sithe Holtt. £8 F9 39 EAle

E2 714 gidte o golrl® sttt

B3 dApAd S JenEd 99, 248
o 94, /HEWE, ARERE, AFETE T 8
& Wyt A4a B AV g dSel=
2 AR dZo] Lol3tA] gt wby JIdELS
vl RN Jdd] 7123 Z}ﬂ] e RS
< APEQ (trial and error) & F3td AMsix
e 43z 8 7 U

AL Fre 4E FAd &322 e
IRR, DCF %9 7€ &8% & &2 BA%
ot 2 a2t e 4E 4 (real options)
1HE gEde el JIY9EY AHEE TEEHn
it
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A AZAe] Y7} 71y
A AT 2 FYRALY JHAHE A
A2 YL YE43H 2 (cost approach), AZA
¥ (market approach), F9H4Z% (income
approach)2 ZA wrol 8 4 It} Smith &
Parr(1994)€ 71€ 7H%7t 7oA AE
T de ¢Ae #9HIE, AFFE2E, vEHS
Holz} 33t
(1) ¥&4d29: AFE AAZ H)&(reproduc-
tion cost) &2 A ¥|&(replacement
cost) & FA3lA o|2RH Mt sHAE H
7Wit. AAZole}t e EH EE AF
& Bee Sy, dAls AEY §Y9E 7
S Ze AFE A e AR Tee
7golch, olnf m2E Al AU WE
3} 7732 (depreciation) 840\t 773
Zexe 23 27 oz 7153, J1e4,
AAA  AR3}E  mesdol  FH(Boer,
1999).
(2) ARSI 3BT ANE AAZ e Al
A7HNE 2AsEe Ao 7|29 AA
A Aaet A A A3 2 EA
A% 3% A 7t AR J1E A
gte] Hl3 ¥i4(mulitiple) & AHF @l of
o 71E A AFE ZEA, ASA, dla
Ve AdelA Hristn EG spXEst
EHo2 Mol A A o] HIIVt
g m3odol P (Reilly & Schweihs,
1999).
(3) #9323 AYAIAE 2/Ho2H
i) @ojAle v £ Yriske 2y,
i) A= e vy B&E Hrlste WY,
i) BAE + A& 53AEE(royalty re-
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lief) & B7lshe Y,

iv) AA¢A= A% 7149 7HX F7HE vlws)
< ',

v) 719 7HelA T At JiRE Aztshe
U

ol . "l o4& Brlte 4$de DCF

< F2 o] g3

(4) 71€} 71¥:

i) 71849 (technology factor method) -
THAR AL A G EE vy dF
3E& F7F @A (NPV: net present
value)l 71824 (TF: technology factor)
e ZAATE Fid V&9 X E 23
e 7IYold. TFe 7led 84 =3
AALA gEo7 A Yol ez
7H 71dEE FL 8, FAR ol
TFe 0 - 100%9 #E ZetH($EE,
1999: °]%&<, 1999).

ii) ValuGrid 71%- Z#A4"Y A9l A D.
LittleAl A 71€ & (royalty) A< 93t
o g Wyeltt. J1e9 oiYx, #&
4, AR+HE 2% 71 £ AA
A A3 FFEO2 7le9 JXE yotsiq
¥ Agellx T A HPste 7
&9 7|¢RE #Hu= JlE8E HHs)e
¥ o|ct(Hasbacka, 1996).

ol2je = Lev(1999), Deng® Lev(1998)¢ tk
%3 A% (multiple regression analysis)”|®
< A& AN B4 AR A 5 97
1 devt o= ME Jle 7HXBIl g4t
de A7 Ao Leve £ 24 A (know-
ledge capital) &89 9% AFML 2 7149

ZGBT H30A H2& 2001 58



Ji@ 7HxIWOt 21T ATUE

7HX87HE Al=3t AcHRivette, 2000a).

7199 7HX97}t

7199 F4o] FANF EE M At
Bgd] o] oA e Afoe oln AjFeA
7199 7H%7E olfofA 1 gt Aoy, 1
FA 42 At 7IdY A HE MY
DCFY &2 343 79718 & 4 U 1
U 22 dA7IdS o] FPAMIY] JIXHts}
£ Bede 4F v 3L ujg 2Yo] del
ggdh(zxP=, 29, oY, 1996. Damo-
daran, 1996: Grinblatt & Titman, 1998). o]
H BYPEZ =

i) F718&(PER: price/earnings ratio),

ii) F7} oiy] %7} ¥]&(PBV ratio: price/book

value ratio),

i) F7F oiy] ol&} ®|&(PSR: price/sales

ratio)

Fol At} ojd Frle] AEee ohee nE
7% 2¥(Gordon growth model)® #& HHY
< A4E F Y.

F7b = Wde] g Wi/ (A7|1AE 83 &
dE - 47 W 43E)

Aol 3R F4 FFA F7t HE2YH
F7h Hla 5¥ fske de] 859 =3 2 8HE
ZS= AR gt PBVY W¥oz e FH tidld
F7} oiy] 24t diA] ¥]8-(replacement cost) ¥]
&% 7% Tobin's Q7} itk (Damodaran, 1996).

84 7l€9 7t4%97}

3ol AFo] 47 7HA g AMrIER FAH
AT Ao QAN 5 Jled /X E A
7l A e AN 71Ed IHE 3 JAdE 7y

AL #30A M22 20014 58

B O A S B A S SR

< AR%e WA AEY JXHE FPsieo}
o} o2, AEFZE(product structure tree)
g BA%lA o= REd IRl s 7)E0] &
5o} Slerte mhefsteiol g,

AFF2EE AFTEE Za Ao gy 7|
o] ALHE FFo| AFY WPIA F2d Jlo
g uFe T FEEY e A EAv
AN AAGE AFENLY(AHP) 71EE
Hegsto] 4E¥ & Ao 9 AANHE see
71€o] BAL Ao et 2L AALHAE FE
e Ad T RF s o7 J1A 71&0
EgtEol e Afoe FAY WHE FgdE
Aol Bt} gAxpH ot}

rir

IV. Al8 §M(Real Option) 7I¥

4.1, 48 ML TRt

&4 (option)ol& FAWIYAZ 43 71ZH(life
of the option) &<t vlg] FHF 714, = §
A7HE  (exercise price)2 & AAE AMAY @
F sle feot. & 4 e dE E84(call
option), ¥ ¥ e del& &4 (put option)
olgt ¥tk FAd g dEAY oj&F AFe
il 4 9o g7 Black, Merton,
Sholes®| ZEFCBAM 18] AF Ae BY-&
Z FANAZAZEYolgt B8 EHAmram &
Kulatilaka, 1999).

A 99 oul ad2 Aot g4
afrAbe vl AAE Aol AAldA f2laha
HE g At B3d AREA A ¥
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F 9ok &, 4L A B 957t oig.

oj e o] FFPA FA L HEY HNE
A28 71 ddod, ANE Bgo] e FFoH
71d o)de] YAE b & dems FHL
H7t BEEHEFE 0 & /HHNE AYA Eo
T3 7 vdEcke 9 ulEist dFo] o 2@
o FMLE YA BFE A B4 8
o, @oldE A9 X vlde MEAdA 8
Aske Aol & 4 i

SAL 712N wEbd A, gelEA, 28
4, FHRFH, AELAM(options of fu-
tures) 59 F&%A (financial option)# &%
A4k ol 9lo] tig A8 ¥4 (real option) L2 +
FEHAAY, FeH4, 1995). A& AL A
AL A8 T2 B 900 Ao 498 ¥
3o 83t A& 4 e vty 549 g
R &, B2 AV A7), T4 A7e g
3, B2 2v 9 729 Uy 32, 99
¥7) B &% 97, 4393 Rzl o 7154
5 98 712 ¥4l ok (Trigeorgis, 1993)

AE A AMEe A% wg vlge oAt
ARl F94 (flexibility) & Zethe HolAH F
€+ A% g FAE. dE W AVl 97
ol i@ Ao Fxt AFdd UstE 4
& dtRe FAs $YoR oA A He A+
o N dFAREE A 7HE, AP E AP
2 233 Fxhle F49 P4 2 YApEd
s 2¥cH{Hamilton, 2000).

AR 7} Myers(1984)€ 719s Aea #AHA
AFANE, AF dAQ, 2 Hd 59 FAA o
sl A8 §49 Mde =98 A& ALA.
Kester(1984)& 7199 d7/M¢ Z2AEE 9
ol & gl 71 de AHH VY gorz

464

4% ¥4 (growth option)e #Ho|M H71g A
€ BFAY. Morris(1991) 5& dAg &
g BHAAY Tiste fPMo] & Z2AHE
g Igste 9FNY FEEZRRE TAstoio g
o1 $49 MdE Zxsdo

Dixit¥ Pindyck(1995)& 7I3BadA w4
(WACC: weighted average cost of capital)2
2 BXbe) vl B33 ES A3 cHAVA
(NPV)& <23t DCFYL dlmd AMg37le
AE Ao f2 AT A5 7S WG A
AT e 713 el oA PFE A
F e AgHela] oFrt ofyn, EF Fefol=
A vstq AP e Wgo] vl¢ H3ln o
2@z FH 7 g AWNE Hrke Az
st

Luehrman(1997, 1998)& 7IddlM Fzd|
W3t A HoE ge] Wetm g3, ARE IHE
EYdte AL 9A A7t EAY wEelgln @
AstdA 4 71gY 4F A&E A E
371 AR ¥4 7S =Hsk 71EY AE
o4k A A (capital budgeting system)& B3}
oo km FAs¢ Tt Faulkner(1996)= <
T Z2AHE Hrto] glojA dEe AYzHE0]
AZEolU HARE 2L RAd AUAA FHAsA
3 A7NH BHAA dddhe 44 g
T 9ckn Badtgc EF JIgdeld AEHez
AHEEE DCFYY B¢ $82o8 2% $4 7
Hol FE5E WA € Aolgtn AW

AE F49 doMeE &4 PJAE HAstd A&
el #d F3 dob N2 FE Y5 ¢ HAYP
AEA AlAE 87, 1ER A8 ¥4 B
gle $44 BHE e g4 eUdd. ¥4
Mol gloix DCFy 49 #32 vlws] B9
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Tl TR} Al APYY

DCFye| a4

AE $49 ¥4

- BRI e SAZPIE BAAAT,
- vlgke) Buo) daio] ARH 7B Rl
- $9AQ o3 v gRe A4

- 39 dAEY B2e /M.

- gAY e FAZAE S/

- vleie) FR 3l g2 FIAE R

- ®EA. daT FEA 829 (AYH R E
REkic)

- vlge) FRo FEudd P Aay
B2E 9430

At ZcH(Hamilton, 2000).

Panayi$} Trigeorgis(1998)€ Mo|Z& X (Cy-
prus)® FAF7} BERFA AL ER Y o
At AR HolT 2L o] HYHE o df
AR A% ¥4 deR ¥ME AEE
27089, Kemna(1993)& 4 (Shell)3]AllA
FA A EAlo] &4 2¥L AFHoE &P
A S EE3IY.

Trigeorgis(1996) € 71d°] A77d Ao 4
E &4 718 83t 438 48 /1A 30 3l
& AIEE 2708 3lY). Nichols(1994)€ @+
Mg T4 Brto] tigt ol 2(Merck) A 2kBjAke] A5
%74 1§ (Financial Evaluation and Anal-
ysis Group)9] AHIE AV)s%tt. E£§ Perdue
(1999) 52 2932 YYEHA(Westinghouse
Electric Company)®} 337|&#¥eldN ¥4 71H&
A g3le] 3Ale RE AT Z2AEJ UiF XEZL]
L& AFshhat] AAE AT LE3A

AollM 71€3 vt 2 A7 A9 A9 A
&3¢ Ao vjstd BE olF7R] 71de AR
gy AE7tecl 48 AL 4 gl §4 =Y
< A 43 de E2 go| ¢AA %1 e A%
o, ole &3 EY-&2 44 (Black-Sholes
equation) 22 Hele E4-&2 FA/HHZEH Y
9 FHo] g FeldM HAH2E ol

ZABAR M30A 2% 20014 58

ozl A dfelelnx € 4 ot (Luehrman,
1998).

4.2. Y& YFY

AE Falo Uy 8d-&2 e 34 24
o Wig Z-$et T &R 7| xApte] AT
W Z2AE AF, Ee WAVYHY Zo] AE0)
g ol tdan, o o Fx|Ee FAEAR 7
9] Z84 PApHEe] et (Amram &
Kulatilaka, 1999).

V= Md)A-NdyXe T
@, d = [InA/X)+(r+0.5ATNT

d2=d1"'0\/—T (1)

V = 49 A7

A = 7]ZA}H(underlying asset)2] @A7}3]

X = B &(cost of investment)

7y = 984 E(risk free rate of return)

T = WL7A dob e 717 (time to expi-
ration)

o = 71223 e ¥EE(volatility)

N(d) = EF3FEXS dBt A& At ¢
A8 4E(F288)
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A Ao R A L& 4 WL 7]
A 7HA7t B8R § A8, § WY
of AYXQ 7%l did 7120 Fldgtelt) &
WA oA Nldoe T71gel 7132449 71374
FAHE ¥ 2 &8, F AX} € g8
Xe™e FA14e] @Al o]},

4 WlF(dividend) S nde A$o] Ed-
&2 4R wgES D} A o2y Zo] ¥
el ch(Trigeorgis, 1996).

V=Md)Ae ’"— N(d)Xe T
©, d, = [In(A/X) +(r=D+0.5A TNV T

dy=d,— VT ()

A AL ddd A9 Aoy 53 B4 7E
o AFNL Foll Aojr ol FAEA] HA
o] & W7tx AA FAE vl & e Ay &
7] ¥4 (option to defer)d] 7IXN& TFdled €
£8. ol A WIUARA F& 71 n(d) §
ol oiid FLF vl F, 1/n A Fest 429
€ 359 4 W7 D7} ohd A AFHE
A$E ATl & o A9 72U A Y F
oty W&t D #& 1/n2 3o d7] A9 7}
A& 78 4 gitk(Damodaran, 1996, 2000).

4.3 dE S8 ALRIR

2 HNe A% A4 2R AH71Q0
dE $42% 3 Adde Sl e 7MY
7HE A% 7K A Ade] o g AAsE @
o A 239 &8& /1eA4E A9l A9 A
olmg JAER %L )¢ TeEIAh
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AL 1: Wi 54 23

o] Al¥ele+x Amram¥ Kulatilaka(1999)¢)
QA€ FHE Aeg AYHA 8% F4 (growth
option) Aol sjd.

GRUYA Folen e Z2HE Ke ghe
2 297 of Bojnint 5HTIE F 49199
Hl7} FolE o) Fojc). sjdto] eREY 4YsE
flae] 129149 H]& Folo] F7lE 27
ojfo] Z2HE Ko AP} 2294 € A
2E qyEd. AHUYe ZEHE KE sl
of sHEI}?)

Z2AE K& 3% 4%, A&sA € vge
A8 A4=log @7 (PV: present val-
ue) 29 W@ RAYUTAE v = 5%F 243}
1, diEe £ B340l aes 924
AE 7, = 21%% A g3l B8R

A& PV(494) = 3.83%4¢

PV(12994) 10.8694

491 PV(22914) 14.46914

A& Y5 o] 14.699902 FYRT} 0.23
49 Boug FHANAI &4 Hol o] 24
EE DCFHl 9J3a 7144 |,

AollA 129949 443 v &2 AE g8Ale
A 38 F5-ddt &, AE &89 AR A
ol 12999 A T LS BT BLon
33 2 Folng AYde 43} g N2 &
Ag 23 e Aol

AE 4 7THE A& fetod EY-&=
A (D€ Agstd Bal WEE o = Q7
40%er & o, g A = 14.4699, X =
12949, 7 = 5%, T = 28 Uk |49 &
A7 V = 4.96940] "ot gty §4 743

I

It

B(];

ZYYAT R30A M2% 20014 5Y



£ 7@ TeHE Ko M)

V- PV(49¥) = 49694 - 3.8394¢ = 1.13
Aq4

oy, 2geg AUEE &4 74 93 =
2HE Kg Adgshe o] w3t

Avee 2: AaX7igd dd F4 2%

(Hyge AF Mo HYe Iz Ye Y
WA 7]¢jolct. Mo /o] #EHI|7AE goE
2do] ol #Y Heg oFdd. M9 /¥ #&
5 J}EIE 9o 12949 F7} FAE o4
o} 55, o]# KOSDAQ &%°| 7}&3ttt. oy
o ZAGze Mo AU &E vlE}] Held F
2 ol (ange) A 19 F219 7tz 40%
o F YEE Agegrt. oUdde of A9l
tjsfe] o %A tf&3tA €717)

o] Alvel 29 Al A 7Y/ E Hrtst
= Aojt}, o] AF M3 FAIE JFoll &3t
£ KOSDAQ $& 3Ae9 3#F7He Fatd 29
Fo] viud F712 7Msm, 24 39 719 7KIE
dZ&dld By 22999 A3t o 4F 714
Eo] 7149 H%E o = W 40% A 7
Fg v = 5% W, 712t @R A =
PV(2294) = 14.4699, A& X = 1294,
71ZE T = 28 E4-&2 934 (D didsid &
Ao EAZA V = 4.96%940] ¥ ot

o] FHate A4 WA7|Yolng v 7139 7}
A, & {49 77 A9 717N & F 3
th. dQido] FAHE o Ak A¥ 40%9 &
A7HAE 49699 x 0.4 = 1.999¢0] ¥z
qode £xE FPHeE 2T Ao

99t 2 EAMAE Amram & Kulatilaka

HABAT H30H M2% 20014 58

\& THRE0 21t o

a1

(1999), 28] Nichols(1994)7} B3ag w3
(Merck) Al 23}Ate] &4 EAo)A FolE 3l
t}. o] AuEle BAGME F7ieY ¥EEY o
SHproxy) 2 2A WAAS AFES AHEE F 4
o =3 A4 KOSDAQ 55 3Atee] HadF7t
g 23% viyde] Frla dq&stxn e, ol 9
BFF7F taldl 23¢9 (median) 3JAM F7}
2 gAste A® z:eiste Hojop gt Y o
Yol ¢Fo] Mi7|gde] 2t o] H (first-mover
advantage)o] 2 Agjolghd F7pt €58 w&
A7l Eg Adta dFe BEFVHE AEs
' el 238 §HAY Fx At

ANl e 3: 7149 7HAB7H(v H71A])

(e AgFe z2HE NE Fydtz 3l
= & gz W)Y e Al F4o] Fe
AlZojA] BHEStA Aefs} o] Fojxm Sl Z2
HE N& 2d ulo ¢8E oFolu, o g
ABE 9dle FolE 12999 FEx} Had}
tf. 4¢3 ojFo] ZIZHE Ne e YulE
o HEEI}F?)

wd ZRAE No| virdle §UY ZT2AEH
A o] Aveles Bl 2dF9 JgrAE o
Z3e olth. WA o AULE AUL 2%
vlmste] Bzh viEe] FA2 ARdA Azt
olfojA i UoBR I E AR &
dtk. Aldele 294 Y-z WYz 7o
FAM VE BAY 7197 R FobstEeE B
718 B ojddle 7197t NS B3t T
dAEz FAZER V7b 2o Aol 9. AHH
oz o AYgeE FAHE X FA7H] VE
g3 A3, 712 AR A7} uiA S B
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$olzz AU e 29 H(reverse)d AFectn
& 4 o

B viede] AL @A 4.96%H0ln
7. o, T#el AUle 20M9 FYd3itd £
-2 YHYoBBH A = 14.46%¢0] doj
th 249 ¥9 JIYg7AE Aol ARolAEE A%
3t & & glo B 29%9 AUk o 94
ZAEAE0] A g dAY FYAFNA F7}
of ytgsln gickn M RTE, 7, = 21% &
Y 2939 JrHe s 229908 Hrtd
o, wed £t ¢85 Fo| Z2AE N9 7}
e 229908 & 4 AU,

Aok 22 e A FAA L 7] 2AH4te
HAWZAAQY FAAHS B¢ viwsld EOH,
i 50l He Hx g4 9o 28y of Ay
Zost e A% FHdAE PArde] dAy
F7t2 275 S| Gold Ao FEsofo} g
. ZAAY oA B FFHY PAFo
A FAZE olsiEld ul2 FAE YAlslo
o]5& H¥ RolEz FFMY PAUE L dAY
AR F7Eg goh a2y $4 AR o) 371
Z ¥ $-¢ e e gedt

A2l e 4: 7169 7HA%7HA7] |4)

(2xge A Yyrle2 AEHE o) AY
Hodde JRE Yitn Jlesfgs A 5 ¢
& A ¥ AYdtu 30 2xH9 AF
7le S7t AE HF lgEHE ¢ 1 AE
#oldsje] Hel HAs1A 2 15940 €. ¢#H
AF dApel 2 Yl AZ §& ¢ FAHE
14949 o¥drt. 7l Se LxgdA grit 7}
A7} e AQU71?)
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axdo] 7] So g W& EHH o= P}
& & e 448 B, FA AVE AR W
g 3 Mg ¢ e A9 HHE P
B, 7] Moz EY-&£=2 WA (IDE
AL, olnf EFHER7|T] 200 d0lH,

D=1/n=1/20 = 05

olr], A = 159¢), X = 1499, T = 204 o]
9.y =5%, 0 = .4°|g &4, 471 ¥4 7}
AV = 3.54%9%0] €3t} @A 7l& 89 &
A7 & DCFY &t =ddA v 8-& 74g
1949 RolA|vt, BExE A718 F e SAMAE
a8 3.54%¢0] "o},

4.4, 2 B4 28| 484

¢ AAe vl 7HA g4 AYE e Bdtd &
A 28 xRt A4 JFsE AAS HEst
o o] AUR|ELS ¥4 #4E uls des) 8y
on FF UFX (input value)Eol EF FoiA
Aok, A4 EA MdAMe JAEAY fAXE
AR metal] HE ML AR 44
a3, 7)ZRaRbe] @AE], bEA, 71EALe o
2 79 5 4YAE Tk AYES "G
AE {4 e $33ke FAEL §4 20
ZHXNE7F dde] He 712AL g e
e ZA&7F DCFY gt Aow %3 nlgo
dojues EFHAEY 29E wgE + dde A
< 23t & DCFYdAM< vleld 71371 &

ERow FojR Aoz spAsEH, ol M3

< AL ol FVNAQ FFTiE Hwe A

Fele F@ Mgolet & + Ao, EF DCFY
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o fAge wE ojFE LFH3tn U
4 77t e
i) mE 34 7Hdd A 8T 45 U8
7t g,
i) 712 Aol 714 & (expected rate of
return) < ¢ ¥a7t glon,
i) |49 7SI ES ¢ vt deH,
iv) 9¥ol g & 2Ho] B 83th(Am-
ram & Kulatilaka, 1999).
ey §4 23 Ao 2 ¥FEc] FH
AAE F3lo] Ao] 7b5dthd DCFYEIMAHE
njgle] AE $88 4387 Y3 FHA wd
dqut oj&¥ dae o
gle] =Ad oshd &4 71 DCFEe =4
& gk otk azy olg 2 wde |
U HAEE "o It A ¥4 P A
2 A8E Y3ld AIHoz ¥Fd= Amram,
Kulatilaka, Damodaran, Luehrman % ¥4
7M€ DCFYe wigtez A7l Hed
o2 A48 AL AAsn Jon EF AE F4
71¥o] 719 A EAY =72 FFE7dE o
= Zdgn GAYE 9 At
zo] U@ BI-&= FAMEEERY LS F7)
7} vlo}= X 74 (Markov process)®] ¥4F¢ B
28 $%(Brownian motion) & 39, 719 ¥
22 2aRTFE¥(lognormal distribution)&
ol2ctn 71E& R YtHTregeorgis, 1996). %
g ol#F el AE §4Y 7|2AL 7Hd U
s 2oz fasitd BY-&2 239 4E 3
g AL FuE & o ad A4E A
& 243 28A1%(financial market)olA 7}
AARo] o] AE A7t EIA Y. =P
A AR FEARNA A WG] THe
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A3 149 4% (private risk)E A 3t

919 #AE sl Amram¥ Kulatilaka
(20000 4HE A& AF JFM(strategy
option)8] HE A% (subset) 22 F3tn U
Z 534 At A%e 94 7HF d%el A F
7t &7+ ddgeg A8 SAd P AR o
2 B & e v, Ak FE N Bee
AE gAol ol A gAY ®oldn BxF
. Ut 4F Y ZRHEe didez 4
Zad guig o|Yo] AR gl U ©
A A8 A%e AL AF /M4 ¥F Hoe 5
AR Bol ANEAnd s, EF AFS AF
Ao AA 9L Fe A8EH Y AF FF
Awx EF% FDA(Food and Drug Admin-
istration)8} 239 9slez AFH md &
AAA e AL oly] wRolt} o]EL HE
227} 2t £94 (flexibility) & HAZ &3 A
) oE AN g3 Alold Pste AR
ua gtk B3 3F g 2 A% F4e 9
AEAUE(decision tree) 24 FAse Zo] &
d-¢= 230 g BA An B e ¢ A
ooz AF FMde AFHE AMEHE A
AU 7 e A4 E A Ao

A g4 48 F4E TR A9 F9d
ue} A8 4L A 89-4= 299 AHE
e ¢ 2428 39 ol dE4E 93
3} AR A £ AJAYY A=A, ey
o) 4Z & Jled Jizte] B8EY F Z=
AE 149 $¥o] Zusle DCFYel 2% &
Qe BA9 Be FEE adE YA 4.

Smith® Nau(1995)& AHEFUT 40|
A8s] o] 7oA H o] B g g4 sH¢t F
AoAAR L A8 A BAd o3 Zas 94
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$& 939t Smith$t McCardle(1999)2
GAHEBUYT B 23 ¥4 2Y3 FYsHA
#94 MdE =98 & AT dAEA F4
43 qAEAUR EME M HeAHoz &
A% &+ Jde 2YPolztn ¢FIYT. =8 95
7149 #8314 (stochastic process)o] HehE
%5012 Brte P73 AA% (mean-reverting
process)® WEIL AT 1B FAMNE £
Holl AfF £d-&2 2P9 ¥YPZ AA3I
B vt ol AE FH 2L HEAPI
40l FEARANN WAFAY (volatility) F3 0|
Ve 36 4% fANESE BHE I Ay
o] ¥ou 2Rt n{F HYol F4E EHEH
o Agj4o] YolAth, EF A &aite] F7ls} F
4 o HEFF L w2l dF dT:
2o g oz ¥ oy g4 2y FHAE
¢ s 22 A 4 7yl #8& 7}
X7} wete g HHE F e 7HsAel.

v.d B

71€ 7HR7Me ABA =@ ulst 2o
A4 Aol g 7HAH7E PR ol €
F4, A7 72 % 7199 7A%OE Ao
MEE 7IYE0] 38 Jhesint. AF sloMe
A89 ¥For U3 /Y A8 B APl
B2/ Heg 7Xg7 239 A4S §udlxn
EE 7t BAd F¥dte EAAA 9} 2¥E
Adsizid qa4d addA H2E ¥aot gl
.

4 2¥& 4E A9 A/E A8 ¥ A
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Tl £ 71297t 7igeld & 4 dev 2
#8 18] 248 24 A tig 43K
Fagote AHde foldte ALstodof @t o
TAE ZIAE Ee WAl A FA 43
q SlolMe AFFEEYA B Be5F Hrje)
tEo] 48 ¥4 7|Yd % B AFH<Q H7}
£ w3t dE3l= Ao uigy s},

7l 7HXH7HE AF 1Y A7 WEE AA e
H AR, 7le 7K 9% FE .U o9 F
85E &3l AN e /HEs 2y S A
e Aot 4, mlgd g 28L& 5o =
BAHE 1§ HEE Z2AI7] AT dF2A A
28] tolfe] X (system dynamics) §& ©]&%
Al EdolEl (simulator) ] Ado|tt. HA, 53 A
F ®v 54 71¢ Foko] A WEg A3 B
Aste] AEES TS B RE 71ed g Jle
A %Z(technology map) & 7]€W*(Technology
tree)d] Jigelct ulA, Ed-&= BYo] ST A
E 2t g e 13 & AxE AME B A
3t B854 (stochastic process)E BT A
ojt}.

oz JlgeMe AEAA ANAHEY 3
g ZHGte] ¥ g 712U Bu ol B 7}
A7t FAE Qs o€ mBsle FA X
EZe oo Mdd xgslajol & Aot} wetA
g4 s 99 711 X9 ARE e
FEEELE A3y A% A7t a7EY
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On the Study of Technology Valuation Methods

Kyu-Seung Whang*
Abstract

This paper reviews and categorizes the methods of technology valuation that have been
developed and practiced by valuation specialists, R&D managers, and consulting firms.
Methods of management science are presented for the weight allocation of technology
valuing factors. The real option method, long time recommended by academicians, is
highlighted and pursued for practical application. Four option scenarios are introduced for
the purpose of R&D investment decision, venture firm valuation, and technology
valuation.

key words: Technology Valuation, R&D Investment, Venture Firm Valuation,
Real Options
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