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Abstract

Hall (2005) and Chen, et al. (2010) have discovered that it is easily getting a bias
result when using Herfindahl-Hirschman Index (HHI) to measure the technology
concentration of small-patent-scale firms. In order to understand how serious the bias
is, we established a method to calculate the bias. We have shown that we could
distinguish the technology portfolio of firms, whether it is able to be unbiasedly
measured by HHI or not, through two new indicators we developed, HHI-error
distance and HHI-error ratio, by adapting the real patent data from two
semiconductors companies, Qualcomm and Mediatek. Furthermore, we have
constructed a new index, Herfindahl-Hirschman Transformed Index (HHT) to
measure the technology portfolios of small-patent-scale firms. We have shown that
HHT could unbiasedly measure the technologyiconcentration of small-patent-scale

firms.

Keywords: technology diversification, technology specialization, technology
concentration, Herfindahl-Hirschman Index, Herfindahl-Hirschman Transformed

Index
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SR R LT RS e R N S R TR E

B X G SR B2 A GRS s MRE SN B 5 S

(ER TRl R R
241, I U< 4 1
LI LAk SU 4p #%(Normalized Herfindahl-Hirschman Index) - B AR

PEL > AR g ) TR B ORA SN, 1B E [0, 112 - SEP 54 0 A

G5 HHIGE 4 27 B (IN) A & HHI 60 B (D4 27 B (N) -
2 L A X :JF}:'I H( HHIHOrmalized) % Ao
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1 N-—1
N
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%) -
HHA = vV HHI (2.4)

BREMBBI G SAEA PR {FOREAS R F YR B
PORPE TG R F IR I chd ) 3N H A Y 3 i 73 B (Hirschman, 1964;

Hirschman, 1945)

2.4.3. Generality-lndex

Trajtenberg et al. (1997) 4= Hall et al.(2005) | .2 Generality Index (#§ £ G 4p

) 40T
G =1— HHI (2.5)
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HAREAR S o R A LR A N GHIEFER S HEBEES 0 G
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R AT A 0 LA - T B PGRE 0 G HIRFEEHNE Y A

SRREE SR N LS ST UEE S &
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16



g ¥ ¢ MG HBgRE P R o F]t o Hall (2005)iF 3% @ * Adjusted Generality
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FHiE e o FH e iR o P05 AR S A iR M (e
HHA)® 4 NG &2 AdGieFig e - £5i2 s * Mg hird 2 % &
PR SEATHPNRFEBEERF D EF 2B [ TS R E
MNP EFFEBE L P2 BR*PFELEEHNEY B fTiddhag ¥
R EFAPE FATRAC A L F SR Y SR e R R R R
(N)o 28 » 3 40 > @ ) EEEAe > JI* SR irE g e § ¥

ENEEPIER A A L A E AL R T AL T -

TotARl AE A5 Lg E BT E U X Al & ¥ e
- MR AP AR ARE ALY P T RR R R F § 0 TR A R OE IR
BoRa  NEJIFAS LRI ETEFE AEHIFEY AP AP EFRE
¥ P AR 3 e g X PO £ L EC (Chen, etal., 2010) o T2t o FAERHC
P E o B BT SR T e o o S iR H PR Y R
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T IR B B B A T AR AT Bl & SR AT B0 S
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\\\ﬁ: -

RIS T LR N S S LR LI
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E - BHMAEE 1 0 3EAR R B I M X 20 R E 0 | o 3 AT B (N el

B0 N A S d f fb AR (Mi) A e 5§ T
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oW AR 2 Y o B R Rk RS F s it B s Mo

FiEE o v E R HHY e 4o
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= 10 Sy 1y (1) (3)

HAE T (3.3)NCE ARG S o ) AP EDN T S
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B> (3.4)
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(3A4)7¢ 5 A <k HR(HHD L B

BIEE R S LR QPO T T (M)AR T 3 P ) 0 g AR S 4

et & HHIY ¢ & 5 ¢

lim HHIY =1 (3.5)
§F RIS BN 17 5 § B0 BN 0 A ke 20 0 AR

AN 5 F oo 1RG5 - A G N 5 5 &7 # HHI (54 45 - 7

NGAFEehiz %8 ¥- 20 PN FROEEENTF £l ed
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min HHI (3.6)

{Mi}i=1,..N

_'/Elt’ ’ZMizM’MZN>1°

BRKHF — B EAAESE 10 ZARE B I M < B 1 B B TP

>

B H(N) PR T o 48 d i b & {lciR AN M}~ fede ™ pE o g T E]
F = R G TlHeE N T4 e o

A - B M 2 MDY o RV F RS HHLL R

V2

% HHI® - gt pF > HHI i& 5] 8 ¢
HHI: = HHI({M;}E|N) (3.7)

b I E AL e N2 - 2 é’a%’f“% Mo FJpt > g fE N

PR M) o LA Fly 5 M HN Sk :

Y=M — aN (3.8)
PRy RAON) HP o i 4N ek s e

#-{Mi}" % ~ HHI > pJst v - HHIV sc ) & 7 5%

M — y\? M-y 2
HHIL = (N—y)xw T (3.9)
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OB RAE I E(M)hA ) AR ARG f R Ay b S
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L%&B'Jé_i%% M) rnﬁl—*»uf N{?}*}t‘qﬁ q ;};t,{{iré? ﬁ)’tN,\{,,Jﬁ"

WL 1B Mo gt pF o E Lk Mg > Bl B R & £ arpirs ¢ A (Jang et

al., 2011)cri it B il Mg & cnpr i s A e N g 48 4 7 ¢ X'
R SR Y RS T ARenE - Rf F e R

BH P ko B - R E R AN AR A R HHIY) S I gk T sk
P
IR R (limyoo HHIVARE 1 017 S8R R R E 2 6 £ hiind @ B

LR e o
FE AL B £ 8 d 5 limyo HAIV 22 HHIY 2 7 e 4 §E
d= lim HHIY — HHIY (3.12)

@M -N)(N-1)
- =

(3.13)

§ A M2N>10 Bt 1>d>00 & MABTH £ T2 pF o d 48353 0

llmM_)oo d = 0 o

* ORI Y 7;{7;I]J1FAEJJ FIBEM ORI ERg | o Ry PR T R AT
Elfiﬁ%%%@ P YRR P PTG
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AR AIE d B M - B EA (B2 B RS <00 2P T b )

F(M)AE S > RIAE S dpiReF L 80 d § 4% -
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34. B AFELFEN B

BERAPRAF LA L) LR LD AP R jado] )
TIABMY) o 4ot = g0 2 gRi 2186 Fg ¥ enk {1k & (portfolio)i 7 i & 12

B Rk R S R R

i T o) A L IE DR R M L LR d B % ) 4
iEELEd

@M =N — 1)

d'='d ™

(3.14)

éﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ%j%%,£Wﬁaf+%1,ﬁ%ﬂw@ﬁaifﬁﬁi
'J"";/:\ 1 miﬁ:tf_é;(d*<1)° 5 M=I'dN’ —'E' v I‘d]f:» M ~ Nt & ﬁf»’] I‘d*)ﬁ?:;”"";? 1> '}4]]‘—5»

BAIREM 7 ] g BN o Rerg B~ LE Y o S T R

LL Rrg—1)(N-1)

d > 3.15
iﬁ-'} ;\‘. #3138 » N P s a3y E'JT 5\1 :
Nd©
mrd - ZT'd +1 =0 (316)

(- ) = () ) e

HIA2 55 243 REERETS > APFT L RKiEeT

7h2(N—1)+Jmm1—dﬂ—1xN—1)
Nd*

U
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Gk vV (N(iv ; DW= ;0

2T R £ s - R )

)

S * s Ly ~
FIHEK 1y 2231 Ka b3y

*n/

Flpt o AP ED B g 5

N-1 N1l-d)-1DWN-1
o= ) ++/( (Nd*) YN —1) (3.19)

(3.19)7% e & | A SRR L e d % /00, D2 B o o A i B
FAFEdA] > Pl AR BRI L IR RS AR IR AP LE
S A BM) %S 50 B EAHAP EE R4 M) §F g 2 Bi(N)

Y 9 AR

a*
6 ﬁ< 0, ford* € (0,1)
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35. #AHiRiEL s

Flw g b &M R R LR I R A o A P Uik B HHI
Pl r L g fl* HE pfpEprenst g T R ot o AR g -

B RCREL T s RAMSRHFELEF shoT
s=1-r (3.20)

Hoe ordp g 2@ gtk TR 2 BRip SR YRR S iR TR 2L g

Bremt E o LR AT

" HHIY — HHIX i1
"= Tim (HHIY — HHIL) (321)

M—-oo

LMy

T e Ry (3.22)

For A S Bk el (B o 3 e IR AR R 0 @R AR R L s

4T

. = @M-=N)N  yNN-vy)
B M2 M2(N —1)

(3.23)

S1LGB2)N A EFE AR L F ARG A F O MBI LN A
i"?iﬁrﬁﬁ”?a‘ﬁf%’é%iﬁﬁ~ HLZADEWNd A M>N>1 Fpt 1>s>0-° &
M AT PTA PF o s ABITH 01 limpyeo s =0 0 AP HRIFEL F s M - £
(A2 ) ) B e < 00 B T B PIE(M)AR 5 0 RIF A L s g Ax

,J~ o
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3.6. Bk iEALF B

BN PRSPkl A AR S s AT R E B IR

’A*ﬁ%g{(N)ﬁqg,\,y A
BRI I IFELF 9 F B R L T s B e B
@M-NN  y(N-Y)

s">'s e +M2(N—1) (3.24)

A U 25} A f o nAeliuy o RS > G2 N)N’l——’%éﬁ’iyz"k%

MZ(N 1) M?2
P $1(3.24)5% « Bl ) e (M) e i » LEML oo 6 wip 4 0t 6 £
RO o 5 MR Ilcy T Rl REmEL 1 (245 % kY R i

MZ(N 1)

4] NN 3 ) , > % (N— ) 2 N ) Z =, s S
e s B B E #W—VD? piaE g 4 BT AP T (3.24) N %

_ @M -mN (%)2
=T M2 MZ(N — 1)

(3.25)

50 B RS IR M) To B A 328 Be(N) 2 [ cnfd 02 > AP E e 3.4 &85
3 E s A HEGWEF o £ M=rN> H? 5 M~Naut i) od 305 ]88

M & 7 | 3 FAE B BN 0 F] L B HTg &3 Lo g 2 b N Ao gE

N—
7maxy M2 N=Y) ,forally € [0,N) » 7t v N/Zﬂf YY) ¢ E i~ fif

w-1)’ M2(N 1) MZ(N 1)



oo @n-D 1

3.26
I 4(N — Dr? (3.26)
A #E o Apw nFRT
4N —1Dsr,l2 —8(N—Dr, +4(N—-1)— 1 >0 (3.27)
EATE (327N AP @R T N
1
1 1+4W -D(5-1)
- ) > .
(TS s*) = 4(N — 1Ds” (3.28)
$(3.28) 58 B T % s A PR reet i FldeT
1
1| ([iesi- 1 (5+1)
.k —4 U
s* 4(N — 1)s*
1
1 AN =D (1)
¥ o 2
5= A4(N—1)s’ (3.29)

PR 2 LR o r S A 1 F AT R E R 1S - (R (i

gr;)o F] }\‘.f]aﬂ’ap/‘j‘—r.iﬁﬁ,\—kr‘;ﬁ.ij: ! rs*?} :

1, 1+4N - 1) (&~ 1)
T 4(N — 1)s”

(3.30)

Bl A AR ERFL S ST A0 L/ o B a5 d4) o Rl

or} .
8 a—r*< 0,ford" € (0,1]
S
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PR AV RRL e d foa L p i
FL I s RET

A 4] * Qualcomm {r Mediatek @& R4t & 7 chff £ e T

A gFE B AL d 2L F oo
TR KRt B A0

EARARE LR T;T F#t = # (Learning Tech Company) #7#7 4 1} % 5 Patentguider
A > W E 7 Qualcomm p 1986°F 3 2010 & 12 2 Mediatek p 1997 & 1 2010

£ 2FHEET i & (USPTO)#7¥ 33 Fenk |7

AP EE - RPN ELE TR Y R od R JIEFE 5 R
T2 BAETES B B % UL 20k (Hall, ctal, 2005) 12 » A B3 5
k- B E B H@ 3 01999 # Qualcomm eng i g ¢ R TR * T 1997

1998 2 1999 = # ch& T Al 5@ = o

Ll orfhE > o & ) e WP R RS B I B B e 5 TR

S BB & A SR (IPC)iE 7 4 47 o

d 3 EAIF A ¢ 5 2 Ur(Truncation) s f> 2 1 W L R ETF AL R aig L »

A a3 2007 £ nF Al o
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42, FREELR

% 2 % 4 3 & 4 i Qualcomm % Mediatek % # (>0 HHI & ~M i& -~ N & »
g iRk 2R d EE AR RFL T s B o

F< 2 Qualomm [V 1988-2007 iy HHI ~ M ~ N ¥ d ~ s {ff

Year HHI M N d S

1988 0.1837 7 6 0.8163 1.0000
1989 0.157 11 9 0.8595 0.9814
1990 0.1235 18 13 0.8519)  0.9331
1991 0.1777 2P 11 0.6818|  0.7500
1992 0.1479 26 15 0.7663|  0.8257
1993 0.1312 40 18 0.6588|  0.6996
1994 0.1721 88 23 0.4347,  0.4549
1995 0:1581 157 24 0.2706] 0.2826
1996 0.1616 258 30 0.2117 0.2191
1997 0.0948 336 34 0.1865 0.1922
1998 0.1203 444 37 0:1554 0.1597
1999 0.1243 608 40 0.1241 0.1273
2000 0.1296 693 44 0.1202 0.1230
2001 0.1415 904 50 0.1054 0.1076
2002 0.1504 994 46 0.0884|  0.0904
2003 0.1664 1084 51 0.0901 0.0919
2004 0.1298 986 47 0.0911 0.0931
2005 0.1041 898 51 0.1082| 0.1104
2006 0.0851 837 56 0.1270,  0.1293
2007 0.0775 649 56 0.1622|  0.1652

#< 3 Mediatek [Iv 1988-2007 i HHI ~ M ~ N & d ~ s fif

Year HHI M N d S

1999 0.3333 6 3 0.5  0.7500
2000 0.5918 3 0.449|  0.6939
2001 0.308 17 7 0.5606|  0.6609
2002 0.1616 76 15 0.3321 0.3560
2003 0.1356 165 23 0.2481 0.2595
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2004 0.1319 291 35 0.2196 0.2262
2005 0.116 362 39 0.1986 0.2039
2006 0.1032 388 43 0.2045 0.2094
2007 0.0887 327 39 0.2186 0.2244
G 2fed 3T B RS REF g iR F LR R AR gL

g EF LD M)A e T o b E RS TIHM) | PR G 0 183
S R L RN G LS R F £ E S TR BN b B iR

L EER A R L SR B TR

UGN r(B23) N i iE- B Rl B R FD LA L £ 85 flEM)
LR M B e N B AAIIT o & M |0 g A 3 fod 4 4piT o F LR L
‘T}_gﬁ,&_‘ ; n‘:“;?f%bMiﬂ"t PR YA W "‘mk}?. P, Lbfﬁfﬁﬁ.mf‘gﬂg%ﬁm

211 Ki o

TR EEEREC] i ROl B RRCRC) 0 Pt E R AE

AP &I R P AR P XU che A AR Jg iR R EF PR Y R
B2 A FEE ¥ T A X U H AL E & 4ot R R R (patent scope) £t £

£ - B U B et FRUISRR o Blab SR RRE S iR e
PR R MIGEARA o EF BRI S A PSP R end

EE o @ A RER ERHR Y R ARG T

G- BREM T AR E £ EREE Y R B R R )
FTM)hE ¥ F 5B ARG aiEL o 52— % % fr Chen et al. (2010), Jang et al.

(2010), Jang et al. (2011)#7 e 2 4p e e o
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43, BA AR Gl B A FL W bl

Hig P a5 o A g g % % Qualcomm & Mediatek > H A% < Ap iR i
FEfodt S i et A A R A(0.15~0.2)FF » AR L o F FETL 0 A2 KX
o] AN dp R A o b | AR g iR A 5 5 027 feygt — T > A PT L
BhE g A LR b rgfrde X A 0L b r R o] A R T i Mg*
fobo | FAF BB MF > AL o

%< 4 Qualcomm 1988-2007 fiV M fifi ~ N fifi ~ rd ifi ~ Md [’ rs fifi=* Ms {fl

Year M N ra Mg s Ms

1988 7 6 7.7991 47| 9.5000 57
1989 11 9 8.3571 75| 9.4896 85
1990 18 13 8.7003 13| 9.4838 123
1991 22 11 8.5599 94| 9.4861 104
1992 26 15 8.8032 132| , 9.4821 142
1993 40 18 8.9147 160|  9.4803 171
1994 88 23 9.0359 208[ "+ 9.4785 218
1995 157 24 9.0541 217 9.4782 227
1996 258 30 9.1377 274 9.4770 284
1997 336 34 9.1771 312|  9.4764 322
1998 444 37 9.2010 340 9.4760 351
1999 608 40 9.2213 369 94757 379
2000 693 44 9.2441 407|  9.4754 417
2001 904 50 9.2715 464 9.4750 474
2002 994 46 9.2541 426 9.4752 436
2003 | 1084 51 9.2754 473 9.4749 483
2004 986 47 9.2587 435|  9.4752 445
2005 898 51 9.2754 473|  9.4749 483
2006 837 56 9.2930 5200 9.4747 531
2007 649 56 9.2930 5200 9.4747 531

i B FIEIPASEA ISP TS TR - 0 00 AL ] 2 g
- R RN - SRRTR L f,rguﬁwww PG 1 T - B



%< 5 Mediatek 1988-2007 fi¥ M fifi ~ N {fi ~ rd {fi ~ Md [fi== rs fffi=* Ms {fl

Year M N rq Mgy rs Mg

1999 6 3 6.1222 18]  9.5415 29
2000 7 3 6.1222 18] 9.5415 29
2001 17 7 8.0383 56| 9.4954 66
2002 76 15 8.8032 132 9.4821 142
2003 165 23 9.0359 208 9.4785 218
2004 291 35 9.1855 321 9.4762 332
2005 362 39 9.2149 359 9.4758 370
2006 388 43 9.2388 397  9.4755 407
2007 327 39 9.2149 359 9.4758 370

hd A4~ E 527 0 AHaE LT R Bk A R EM) ] 3 E| RS

T B(M) & $o] L5 B PLaMoene b o byt B # 5 7 i £ 55(d) 5

0.2 2 Bo] # < H BB £.5 (s)% 0.2 5 % #& T » Qualcomm & 1996 # 2 (5 + & i

ERVRESTE WS LR IE EYIVAES SICEEESTE S S(VAECE L0

® 5 @ Mediatek B #_% 2004 & z_ {5 S HF = L ] w (M) A BT HEE o
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44. )

ik

B R BEH I APFR S REFE Y %ﬂ&*ﬁ%&’ﬁ
TR AR I R A BE R A AR AR A T o B 1 R AR iR E

Fldeeng £ > £ ¢ &4 34 o - %% fv Chen et al. (2010), Jang et al. (2010),
Jang et al. (2011)#7 -]+ RAPIF o 7 g * A g ih e & 0 E R

g ERE o RE S NIRBE

PR E T RS - WF A AR & 0.2 ik S R
£ RE(A) &t 0.2 b | A S g A S (s )k LTk A E 0 AR {1 Y
SHEMAR BN 810 B HF S ATE L Ea s o B EA Y > d R JkE

Bl ip— S MR B PR Y A A TR S R R ¢ R

FEPT AP T = 0 R R R 5B 0 A S

Bt B gt BRI n g £ o 2 B e M R
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FIF Mihpkan gL

~ s ~

BN Z RN - oo Semtd A PE A Uh R TR EEF LA
BEM)~ | A e geoizd o B AR EM) T Btk g7 G & ot e
o175 0 A4a R 10,100]2 B > B 43485 5150, 20012 7 < 4o 11 A 348
HFE? 2P HME? RS 505 4B hikEEe o DHEFEY B L 600 A H Y
50~ 60 e E BT RS O F fﬁiﬁjﬁzjﬁf% PREE O ARG R ARG TG R
Fo F AR AR I indp iR B IE R HTE BN TR 60 > 50 0 A g e o
PN e h P R BT e LR ARG TR A A PR A R
B dy - AT iR 0 #3848 R 3 (Herfindahl-Hirschman Transformed Index
HHT) © % iz - 4k » 24040 5 Ak S h S 1R & ¥ 3R P 0 7

AR

5.1 4% 3% {4 A L5 (HHT)

bodh 3 et A S A iR R R EE A @A DR AT e d R

2.

EREF B RBEMNS | d 73 B REM)T opk S g R
% b 23 cdn i o (MON)=(10, 3) ek < R chig 32 5[0.34 0.66] 3 (M,N)=(20, 3)
sk S g iR 4 5 [0.335,0.815] ¢ Ghop BB JIARB(M) S B F Uikt TR
g 4w feac®I[1, IUN] > 28 @ 20 3R 4k B PR EM) ] GhpFiz 2 R &
Fengipf? R AP FEEF IR S8 - B APE NS

A LB (M) S < 4 i & o £ o

T 18 A% < 4p 1% 5 (Herfindahl-Hirschman Transformed Index, #§ A HHT)

4T
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_ HHI — HHIY
HHT = oo Fan (5.1)

(5.1)5 3 B A g (HHD &+ T & ¢ chfp o8« 3 7 b ehk i
B(M)T o A RnE R ¢ F IR M) ) e L RS-
AR PR R g R0 G S A AP HERE o AL S
RSN B AT N

HHT = HHI —
(M —=N)2(N—-1) — yN + y? (M—N2(N—-1)—-yN+y

= (5.2)
2o ooy i M“,%”N?éﬁ?'%%ﬁs:’ye[O,N)olo

d 3 HHT 5 & 4 fad(M)f > B o SLHHI e8¢ % 4t ¢ R pre
g AR o G {IRBMRCS P By R R LA E R R

gr_j;;z;l? ,&\1% o

104 R PR S R Jii"%}ﬁ’?‘/fﬁ 3 HHI F[fy[ﬁy/  HHT ffi9] ¢ - l[ﬁmﬂﬁiﬂ M ]‘ffﬁ

M > N+ [y ADOfETE M SERIE N 1S G KT e
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52. HHT e % R *

dHHT = D}[im HHTY — HHTY

HHTY — HHTL

HHT — 1 _
I\}[im (HHTVY — HHTL)

Al Bz RN ks 0 & HHT 2 L g 4 F4e ™ ¢

(5.3)

(5.4)

F945(5.2) 78 > 2 o doiy HHT @ HHT % 5= 83 M %o 2%

JE o FRt TN g A 2

" (M—N)2(N-1)- yN+ y2

U M*N ™ MZ+ yN - y?
HHTY = —— SHHIO - e ~(5.5)
(M=N)?(N—1)— yN+ vy (M—=N)?(N—1)— yN+ vy
M?2N M2 + yN — y?2
HHTL = HHI- Y (56

~ (M=N)2(N=1) = yN +_y2

" M=NZ(N—-1) - yN+ v

#(3.4)38 Fr(3.10) 38 4 B F »dads s e 0y 7 3] HHTY 4o HHT 40

HHTY = 1

HHTL = 0

(5.7)

(5.8)

F1% (5.5)~ (5.6)= % AT LR NEIGR G T e HHT e T % A ul 5

lim HHTY =1
M->oo

lim HHTY =0
M-oo

(5.9)

(5.10)

Flpt o d e M0 4 00 2P 7 HHT » HHI &34 e 2354 5
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¥ B "Fﬁ”ﬁ Wit i iEe i i T B S iPE Y —g 412 HHI 4 HHT # & Qualcomm

v Mediatek = o> @ L B o

Qualcomm
1.8000
1.6000
1.4000
1.2000 \
1.0000 \
. 0.8000
HHI/HHTIE ) 000 \\ HHI
0.4000 HHT
0.2000 'v%
0-0000 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
R T VR S N R
S STV e SRR SN G\ N
W RIS A A D
#5)

i 1 Qualcomm i f»g&izom -HHI % HHET 9=y

- |
| Na=sd ) |
Mediatek
5
4.5 A
1 //\
3.5 \
: \
HHI/HHT['@I 2.5 \
2 \ HHI
1.5
1 \ e HHT
O T T T T T T T N B |
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
#55

[ 2 - Mediatek 4 1999-2007 [/ HHI = HHT i~ [p

HHT %7 & 8@ b Jl e & w3 g @ #kid - & _Qualcomm % # 4o
1990 & preiidh 41/ & 11 2 Mediatek 2002 & 2 % chk fli & o d 0§ £33 5

ABAISREE  BPURE Y R oA HHL R 3% & ¥ 2 B @ &
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tFELE e B R e Bl F Y e P e HHT #8871 L B

O N AT I RS- I A -

MO M TP 5 HHT - R RIRT0,1] o K RS Le BEF M BTN HHT F‘?H?ﬁiff—‘ﬂlall
DS R I L [ 2 Py R IR M L R PR L HRT -
43



5.3. HHT ¥ Adjusted Generality Index

Hall (2005) te 3t A% < 47 17 i0 & 3 GRE L FF > £ K -5 F1 8 B(M) R F
Y giEd o A& MR o Hall (2005)#7% & ! £ Adjusted Generality Index % 5
HHT {48 Ut 577 (limy-soo HHT) 5L R 3% 51 limy oo HHT#2$ Hall(2005)

TR AL T R o

lim HHT = HHI (5.11)

M—co N-1)" " (N-1

1395(2.6)3% > # i3 7 Adjusted Generality Index € % %1 — limy_, HHT °
Adj G=1- lim HHT (5.12)

FR(5.11)58 ehid & o A PP 3oHall (2005) 7% B 1) K 4 Adjusted
Generality Index % % HHT &= B4 6] 6 * ¥ > Adj G £limy, o HHT &2+ 5 &
¥ &7 BRPF 2w H 40 F g1 12 Adjusted Generality Index 7 78 & ¥ 3 arendgdy
2R 0 & ¥ HoAx L 470 B Adjusted Generality Index #7&f -+ chiic (e ﬁ%;ﬁg :
limy o HHTRIZ 8 & £ 3iireng @ fe i > f F g @ o pllimy, HHT ik

ERAEE o Y - FREAHI L2 wdAp ko
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o2 sloa
% S < ¢

LFAEG e P L F R LA A EE PRl ) 2 £ E e
FEGEL At g e £ & (Jang, etal, 2011)° 4o Frachfe g put @ | 4]
EEOREY R AFF AR AR ER TR B R AL
o dniehd Rhth RS LA F ORI RO RI TR AL

3% (Hall, 2005; Chen, et al., 2010) °

A AR R S B B AT (M) h ] e e g S A dg R B
£ EFBTE R P - AR A R T R 5 L 1AM
PR B AR R A RGP R BE R R PTG R LAV
fe f

EE- R o BT R €SN

BRGS0 AP RE TS PR E D E A N g R £ ()
B AR g A 5 (s) ° ™ Qualcommfe Mediatek & 7t 4 = & hF E T A
PR Gk UABM) ] R T SR E G R A S R LR A
SRR A T o MEF B 1B (M) R 4 0 A S A R ek SRR L 5
§ BT o SR T F AR JIABM) ] DR T & R & e

B9 R BTG AL JE PR

fots o AP BB RS AN RFLIEN 2 S AR L T R
8 2 A 3 (M) fo bk A 32 e (N) 2 [ i f80 BT 0 = a3 B re et A% S
& F ek ? R o 3318 Qualcomm fr Mediatek B Rt 2 iR AL > A
IR AR b AR S AR LR B A VA R A A 20%2 TR B A1
HB(M)* R b &L P B(N) P 8~10 B > o i 5 Bar e A S g g
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Fenfe ko R e

Bofs > A g B I - B AT R o 4 4% < 4p ik (Herfindahl-Hirschman
Transformed Index » HHT) » ¥ 14 ji# A% X 3 1% & End B M) apEiE o
PRGBS R AR T A R AL e A PF R BB R (M)A
173t & U4 pF > HHT 4 Hall (2005)#7% & 4! i1 Adjusted Generality Index £ 7 4
MR T o i5s P T limy,0 HHT - Adjusted Generality Index £ F 48 ¢ 037 if 4

g o

AR A A R R LR S R P R R 2 Rl AL
B A A AT A A AARF AT N e B R A AR F ) o My
B i A BT N AR A X B DRDEE 7 66 Wl TR HUFE
YR PR R AL 2 HHT G Rl B A R R R 2 2 e g
BAg i F 4 FARR R AL 7 e ATA S AR IR R 4 A o AR Y 2 1
B RSB ATA S AR P LR R RiRE 0 LB G R

v

e R FE FDRIAT 6 B TR R e
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