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Analysis on the Factors, Market Structure and Dynamical
Gambling Process of Enterprise Technology Innovation

Abstract:Based on the factors that affect the enterprise technology innovation, this paper analyzes the enterprise technology in-
novation dynamic gambling process and points out that the oligarch monopoly market structure is most favorable to the enterprise
technology innovation. When there is technical and cost difference, the technical- leading enterprise engaging in technical inno-
vation and the technical- backward one engaging in technical imitation is a Nash equilibrium solution. On the contrary, when
there is no technical and cost difference, it is an optimal gambling strategy for the two enterprises to choose innovation strategy
at the same time. This dynamic process possibly leads technical- backward enterprise to become technical- leading one. It also
puts forward countermeasures on how to enhance enterprise technical innovation ability of China and reduce enterprise techno-
logical disparity with the technical- powerful nation.

Key Words:technology innovation; market Structure; dynamic gambling analyze; countermeasures



