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Abstract : This paper sets up a replicator dynamics game model to explore the technology transtion in telecommunication industry. The result
shows that :there are two possible resultsin the process of technology change ,and thefirst one is that the inefficient technology which causes
lock-inis adopted by market ,and the other one is that more efficient technology replaces the inefficient technology ;technology locked-in can be
broken under some circumstances The government could make the technology change for the better through providing the R &D subsdy or re-
ducing the trade cost for more efficient technologies
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Holistic Analysis Framewor k on Co-evolution of Emerging Technology :
Sudy on Co-evolution Mechanism with Multi-element and Multi-level

Wang Min,YinLu
(School of Management and Economics,University of Bectronics Science and Technology ,Chengdu 610054 ,China)

Abstract : This paper studies the co-evol ution mechanism between technology firnis capability ,market demand and supporting environment and
emerging technology ,and buil ds a co-evol ution conceptual model with multi-level and multi-element. Based on this modd ,it triesto provide a ho-
listic analyss framework to disclose the characteristics of the evolution process of emerging technologies from multi-per spective
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