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* Evaluation- Research- Commercialization’ Model of Emerging
Technology Management and Its Risk Evaluation

Cao Yong,Hu Guangcan,Xing Yanju
(School of Management ,Huazhong University of Science and Technology ,Wuhan 430074 ,China)

Abstract : This paper divides the management of emerging technology into three stages,namely technology evaluation ,technology R &D and
technology commercialization ,and establishes an’evaluation- research-commercialization model ,and analyzes the risk factors existing likely in
each stage from two aspects of enterpris€ sinternal R &D and external market. And it discusses the flaws of traditional Discounted Cash How
in evaluating the risk of emerging technology project ,and uses Geske model origined from the real option theory to evaluate the risk of emerging

technology project managemet.
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Sudy on Absor ptive Capability and Innovative Perfor mance
of Strategic Technology Alliance

Huang Jun' ,Wen Shouxun’
(1 The Institute of Chinese Auto Engineer ,Chongging 400039 ,China;
2 College of Economics & Business Administration ,Chongging University ,Chongging 400030 ,China)

Abstract : Through introducing the absorptive capability ,this paper expands the AJ model which only considers the exogenous overflow ,and
constructs afunction between the absorptive capability and the level of investment in R &D on the bass of the knowledge spillover and the ab-
sorptive capacity of strategic technology alliance ,and compares the effects of the rate of knowledge spillover on the R &D investment with and
without the absorptive capacity ,and explores the important role that the absorptive capability plays on the innovative performance in strategic

technology alliance
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