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Abstract

To increase the adoption of various technologies is the major channels of enhancing
technology power. To investigate how to increase the adoption of technologies means to
study how to promote up to the most effect of technologies via technologies’ management,
manipulation and operation channels. Technology transfer, technology diffusion and technol-
ogy communication were common terms and often discussed in related fields, however, they
were applied for one another as the obscure boundary of meanings within each term and that
restlted into more ambiguity of their conceptual meanings. In this paper, we studied the
fields of technology transter, technology, diffusion and technology communication through
literature review to justify their meanings, and pointed out the remarks of each field to help
technology science researchers have clearer concept of technology transfer, technology dif-
fusion and technology communication respectively, and boom the overall technology power
while as promote the adoption of varicus technologies as well.
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FHRE © Rogers (1983, p.243)
Bl - Biie ey ERER AR
— BT

HEMERRBFRRAZN > BB R TENMARE  UFEALE S
RO TR EEMQAR " RHF) —FeRBRLWRA » # Woodward(1965) #4
"M BB, > Perrow(1967) 4 "HFR4ZSHF ,  Roissean ed al (1985) 89 T
ABBTHA 2 H A ) A ARE - Schon(1967) HE AL AR @ T4 A
B~ Bob - B2 - BBAFE  BETRBEARGGEHESLEMN o, Martino-
(1983) ey E L2 TARARERL LR TAMHITE s B« i R
BRARBT LR FREHEY  FARSE - | b ToEHLi—HEA
AR B FRPTAGB AR — BT -

- EBROES

iR E R EE R4 American Heritage Dictionary sy £2 ¢ 1. #
FA LM ABGI T A o 2 KA ERELEREBLT —A - Do
rothy (1990) 482 &£ & THERMKE T 0 a8 A > 45 8 4237
EEMRIMBHREEREN - | SR ThBEL: FHTBTLEMWEARK
Z M 84 —# X i (communication) - $&3% (transformation) 245y (Shift) - # 45
WHER— T hHwERE > dEs -
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B ARTIGTES M- £ EH - Rl ARG 2ARE &
F13: 75 (Morone et al 1982) » ey B & T 2L & &4 44 (Generic) FTRAFZE
# (Customized) » 7 A% &£ (Vehical) 7T &&E# & & (End product) - #4
BENHATARIRST - BH - BA - %5% - BT - % - AMRRS
s LAT A TR ER T ATRABK o :
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Ea#a%k (R)> ERA#E D)~ 25K (E)-> HERA(C)
W& EH M EEAR 5 AT AL MES T
%R A i3 B 4R RLE A AR L BARAHKR
L g B BH A& g &% B d
& AEHEME

B~ #ATE R A

#% 44 & 3 o 46 B K £ X% (Gibson 1990), s HirfSdes B KK - W ERHE
 BRARATESG—EREZLS - THARRSEA-ERFBELATEY - H#
FHZRBEA 0 AR THREE - WA RFIBAT H 632 T BRI
M X B B2 Ea8E, (Williams 1969) o T H#iS @R £ — @B AH
BREHGE BB 7 AR A RB ey —#iB#2 | (Bagur 1987) - " —#
TR B BERRXEHEAGER B8 ARERARILYAE Y > HZ
#4545 (Reisman 1989) - " HFHHIM K@ sl BB EZF LR &
TAEYHY - HR$ER - $AERRF, (Ounjian 1987) - T AR —EB AR
Bl B o HAr RIA TR ARRBIEAZZ RGHEFHABH (Jones
1983) « Thoied—HB R - A (— AT THAER) AHE LIS
GAABA - MY SR aK NS s  F2HAFSE (Smilor 19-
91) o TR AFAHELHH LA AW - TP IABRBEYTAALEAR
Wz M8 R - kA g -
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BB S ELAR G R RERZFAME » BATEHASHRA > N3
F-2EHABAGF AR MASRGER  HEFRESERER > MlEm - X
% THREEMFAL TSI HYES RS AER - 2B -y - £MF
FH o MEAHRBLE B2 HHERE > L GoRMI980) - friFFEEEH
il R — R o BE AT R 4 sh %M (Cutler 1989 ~ Ounjian 1987 - Bag-
ur 1987 ~ ir. #7148 1980) -

2— BiESEEE R

Lo#d o 4 BERERZT R 9 TRBRE -TF-
2. AL - . 10. FHRBTES -

3. HHredE - | 11, XF - RIARE -
4. BHEBE - 12. 573 ~ HERF -

5. HATIRA ° . 13. #F ~ 3tk -

6. %3~ BIF - 45 14. HHABRZ

7. ARRE 15. @MFARLE -

8. WHMAE - 16. FitAL ~ BHK -

17. #74 4 & (Spin-off)

T~ BN '

Godkin(1988) % #}4¢ 1962 £ 1987 £ M A W54 34y ki A B EE
 RHHBHBEFREREENE R GEEERETH > I TRERBERL
B A #7832 % (Communication)  #3£ (transformation) » # % (Shift) MR
CFAE M 0 Desa(1979) e B BN TR AR EAHRAKFHE - HHEBR 1 B
Ry T Hho AR AR AL 0 M EATRG B E > BUEATH T M a0 4E k- B
B o Souder(1989) » White(1987) » Cohen et all(1979) & Gomory(1989) %44
B KA BT HAERE (R) 8 Erg (D) 2igmwag (M) aisg
A FREABETENTFERTRE  PETE-REZAY  KEFRER
' AR R B RIS Wik - B 0 KBRS BN S
o AREESBTLBHUATREEHRRLAMNBE > HAKFES B F
7R & B gk (Rogers 1972, Billiam Gruber & Donald Marquis 1969) - #
W AS 7 — e U 42 B P 4G B4 A5 4 LB A e 3k A7 45 3% Spivey(1990) » H A
BRABRLFRESEFOFAXT S AL B AT RASERT R -

2 BRREEEREAE

— ~ BT isEeyE R .
B RBOEAS BB BT ETREN > A EZRERAN o FRMEN
8 a-5 RARA HRFHBR OB G &R - Shapero(1972) ##
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% 45 4 A % fig
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MHRBGERLT - HHRAF TR GETZRARAE - BB ER R
J& ° Rogers(1983) & HArifk L © #1937 (Innovation) FFF ey Ful » MF
B A AL AL G A 0k B R S0 AG — A28 o B BT sk Agdkde 2 — 4B RE 5 R
FALdy BE B & 49 F AT A ERE - RA LA RS HYE R BN 0 REAR
MR BRERESERI I LRER - HHERFEEL -

¥ g T N

Everett M. Rogers /& £ 473 #1847 T 30 Fa95F % » 3L 3085 %
HATR A e XL BT R AR S X AN EFRBEARE & R=> 5 —F
0 HATIRAAD AT R A S B AT LR My AR - BRESH4RT
FrAMMATFEL LRI R Z

I F ﬁ%é%%éﬁ%%ﬁﬁiﬁgﬁéwu&ﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁfﬁE’:‘J:‘””fmrﬁ&dﬂdﬂ & ¥ Jm
0 ARSI 0 BRAAGI I FREF L RF B MEFE E1  FdcF
# K, ok logistic &t 2 #4948 X 4 Mansfield(1961) Blackman (1972) & Fis-
herPry - ¥A inverse negative exponential & #t % # 28 a9 # X, # Bass(1969) - Meh-
ajan and Schoeman(1977) & Oliver(1981) » H4u$] M #42 logisticn &% a4 X,
# sahan(1975) Sharif-kabir(1976) » #| B Weibull & # #9# Sharif and Islan(1980)
i 4% A A lognormal « Poisson Z& r & 69 # #r#k# 4 X, Skiadas(1985) @ &
Skiadas(1985) e #F £ T éx4- i M E s R L b g HE S - & S Ardk iy oF
% 0 FEFMNIFIRZ 99 E Gottinger(1986) ~ (1987) « Trajtenberg(1989) » £
WEPTREREHAFIAEA SR F BB F - FAAHS HMRAHTE
RRELEREEEL L THRRXRTHHEGRE » RF RS - B BA
HEAITHEHBFRBEXRE - MR EFGWATREFES » Robe-
rtson & Gatignon(1986) & Gatignon & Robertson(1989) /£33 % & # #én i
E o AR BEEMFHBGFE 0 RHRRE R EEHE TR RGEE B
W AR B R E - 1855 & 49 5T 5% Kacker(1988) A # 4u 933 -
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Z i+ #38 (communication) & L8k b Lah & B4 & 47 B stk - Barna-
rd (1968) # %425 T AadwyiaERE  FEAKHE T A e Bha
BEEH R LELTRARAENZRBANET ) c BE T ELL T AN
ik - & Reh$45 , (Katz and Kahr 1966) » AR 2 F @4 2 K — a8
4 AR - %1 (communication) £ FE MM LeyHEFF$ » £ Tomlin(1979) +
HAGBHMNE - EABAARANRAA BHLRE - ARBIGRA S
1#3% > AT RHEFIHERAAR LKA - §BBAL BN - Cutler-
(1989) #f £ H 3t 8 K H9 I AT A5 S4E o 329 20 BB BLA8Y SR ST 3T 84 &6 & 8y
hiEFBHRGEEZAE RFYBEEIRLIRANBERRFAEE AR EARSE
Bieber(1969) - A& T g4 - HRAERIEFH » LR FEFRSRELE
Bg i AR hEEKEENMETREAANMIA (FHER—HER
~RER - TR MER-BFA BEA-REER) CHE -HEEAR 4
B (Bl AR 2XEL)  EXMAERE > wEAFLEHRT
RS EBBR - HAF—BENTABRREOSWEFHNRAFK -

R BT RGBE

ERdEEER Wk i K EM AT
L AFE4REHAH KA R T - Greenberg(1964)
Bh e FH, (REAEE - Th (BA)
WIERITEY .
2. AR AI#EIRA R AlAr e B ki Fliegel and Kivlin
(M - FFE) (1966)
3. HETRBEREY AR A BEAGRE Mohr{1969)
A HHE (R FACIEE - 3L (ELARMAIK)
CiBHEITE 0 KR :
FRE i) '
4 EARECEBY . ELAERE A AR BEES  Allen(1964)
5, & ARG A9 A B A EERGRE Rogers and Van Es
Hwm A & (AA) (1964)
6. T RAEE A& RAGHAL RETRG RETERHK . Rogers and Kincaid
il S s (BERAEHN {1981) :
b Bl R E
#R)
7. A 2 4l 48 H e R LA R #5%R Ryan and Gross
(RFEBAFEH) BFHBHE - R (1943)

8. B3 ey LR B E AREHRE - HTER BRER&K . Sharp(1952)
- BAEY - AFAEA R R KA

FHRHE  Rogers (1983) P.81
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k= ERPHH RAURFARAA WA bk

T AR ey AE IR R T5% ERael e EEHA
1L A% B Hhken $RAHELRAE  Tribesorpeasant AlFTaiiEefsiy
BERRE Villages

2. gk s BE - KER RETHASHIN REXMEA SH#EAL
Wk R AL IR

3 BHgR R Eah Ml R 115 3 Bk B & fIRT A R
(A - oAt - ML) RsT O %M e ME o 5k
A b 45 8%
4 HF Al - RAESE - &K HFME B A Sl A K oy
HHF % WHHAE HEATHRAR S BASEESR
St adim <
5, ardtiid HAMEAHF(R - REN  AEWH 1B A S 4048, TAMMEE
* - i) B At g R BN
e e R4
6. {458 FEA - AT pi A WA 1AL, fL FRAE - AEA
Bkt dg s - & AR
PR s
T, 3745 #E & (o - Bsk X BEHH 18 %) 35 e R
B - RIRA) it ordr ERLA#
FEE®
8, IR & AT E RaEH 18 A L 1, T HIERE
it adr HBpRHEE
9, —#AkArE LG HHAR WEHH A R AR An
Baitadr

H#ET - Rogers (1983) P. 45

T~ B3R Ra9EIER 7

B RAART 0 B RER SRR R RRANST R
» —{8& MIT Sloan School d Prof. Allen A Sehsf e8¢ 1966 54 5 4
o % —4#8%& Michigan k # & Pelz & Andrews 48 % #4957 £ 8 > a4 1960 B8
A EHE - Rogers. EM. #95F% » &R A E4LMN - EHMEAERF -
Allen H A F & EL8 54, ¢

a. FHEILEATZ B HATRA KW B E (Time lag) » fde L3445
#} 4 (gap-filling Science) B/ % 4 &% 7 § ¥ 47 (Allen 1988 pp.54-55) -

b, AR TAZ A R F) 8 H A S TR A e A2 A o i A SRR
SRR A EX SR E 5 oy TR (Allen 1974)

C. ABAERWYARAE BTG ERNERFREF EMMeoME - @A
WERNGHE TGS BT AR FR IR AR S  E—RaT
ShER 89 At W R KA A £ X (Allen 1971) -
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HAwRAE BEELEH
BA @A
HER . THE - FEH HMBR - T FEE
HE HE
FEFE - LERHK WEE - THBR
n a8,

Sar - AR AEEL L HELERE
E¥ EX
BT M HE L AR TR A S
g3 HR
LHEEE AR
MEFAR HETEER
AHEBEE AHAFHRE

BA BAERER K

d. SRERE A B e R I Ty B R B A s R (boundary)(A-
llen 1988 » P241) frzdkday &, (Allen 1976) - |
e&ﬁW%AGMQ%mﬂﬁm#&n%$ﬁ%%%ﬁUmml .

£ R AT » A 440 S AN TF B #94 (Allen 1969) -

g. REAKAFAIEAR MR ERRT EHRARBGRMEL
HEREAL S B2 A FEMANKRAE— A FHRBRBICGT EGHATAR
A (Allen 1988 pp.122~ 125) °

h. E#EE %Aﬁkzﬁﬁﬁﬁx%ﬁ$ » EAEA KB AR R

 BAANBEALERH 30 AR E%L (Allen 1976) » B b ey Z3t TR H
B o B NS B A AL #E (Allen 1988 pp.242~ 292) - & A Bk
HAMEBE R ARAEREFERGETY £ 3 (Allen 1974) - ,
i Ak asEAgERE i%ii:%ﬁ&%kﬁ/\z 2 4 2R B A
ﬁ%ﬂﬁ’um LE AR AR 0 BRTARS SN ERERYE  HABER
SHEAYARAL > AHREIEASEEHE ﬁﬂﬁﬂl‘ﬁéa‘i'ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%/\ (gatek—
eaper) VAR 12 B S Py 45 A (Allen 1973) -

j. {8 A& 4: (Social distance : Status) FEHETRELDE - RERT
BB R AR RS E (Allen 1988 pp.228~233)

k.@ﬁm%%AﬁAzim%E%ﬁzz%g&§~%HMﬁ
14 (Allen & Tomlin 1979) - '

1. '&?:iz@%%i]ﬂ&u’@ﬂ% :
ey # % (Allen 1988) -

977)
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Pelz & Andrews #f 11 R R AT R ¥4 - # 131l M B RER TG L L
BTO0FMa k> Ml R B aebhs 7 BV BRERE  FATH
4% (Pelz & Andrews 1976) :

a. MHAEFL—BAERHIZHBEES -

b, kM AE—RGIAEFICERMA RO THHE > AMRE - BBk
b IR - SHEEHA TAEBET B4

¢ HHHWHMEREIIOTABARRIEHGHERS -

d HIEFEFEEHEBNA  AHLA ML RERTRE T T -

v M T 4 e AT 0GR 40 R R R R B ARG SR AR A E AR B g B 1% 0 JbEECR
R Allen # Pelz & Andrews #% %] » X 44w Baker » Siegman and Rubenstein
(1967). Shilling and Bernard (1964) Parker, Lingwood and Paisley (1968) %
EARE > BT B - Jones (1983 p.30) RiE—F Kl HAF AN RY
WA R LR ERDRT N E RS, - BRI R A S e
BRBRATE ARG AR S 0 F41494w Devid Berlo(1960) » Rigers(1990 »
Gibson + Rogers & wohlert(1990) » Gibson & Smilor(1990} # %% o 2
EHBHEMRNIE  ABMETFEARAZ M BBEWAE KX (Interpersonal
Communication) » &R J 48 & 45 4% M) &8 09 2 %8 & (Interorganizational Com-
munication) °

= BT SmAN AR T 7

vy A AT IRy B ATAS FE R S R AR 0 B Sh AT TR YRR SR S AT A g
ARBEEAAN B ANEHERSSZAH B - HaES -
ABBALEFWERAL AT X -

ERZREATEN T BB RAEAAF & — 8 ey A % £ 4n Menzel(19-
70) #541% » Allen (1988) #y89% @ Utterback(1971) %4 45% » Clutler(1989)
Meyer(1991) ~ Smilor(1991) $# Rdug & » KA B LA - BARBHHH
C R RRMBARF X

+ IBRERRTERITADRPOAEER

R F A B RBHRA > AR BT RGLR T A — B 48R
FFERNAL  EHE-LAFERNTIRERY  ASHEEL > — T
(Geographical Distance) » = + 4L 3E &k (Cultural distance) » = - $ 7 &k (Te-
chnology distance) » v ~ # €368 (Social distance) Jn & + -

A A FCASTRARY o B H AU IR R (AT A NE L
(Geographical) ~ £ % M _L (Spatial) 83 EH - 1EH RG> W A R ey R F 38y
Hagerstrand 8987 %2 » 44 1952 5494 42 X M6 AT £ 7] 64575 - Hagerstran-
d(1952 ~ 1953 ~ 1957 ~ 1965a + 1965b ~ 1967a ~ 1967b ~ 1971) » /& F HF 2 %48
By H =8 £ 8695 % (3 )(Cohen 1972 P14 » Brown 1981 P21) : 1. R Afifak
# (Neighborhood effect) : £ R4 T > @G HMEF > AL RH ML
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B g 4 id x:ﬁ.f‘\
cHWAR - HarRA - HFAH
- B Edl - HHE
cHEREE - BBe
- AFRE cHHATR
- LA - THRSE
T BEEF - Spin-off
s BATE S - B AR ESLZER
- A RAR
- AERT
- WIEBRE
- 3
- RBHT
cEE
- BaRE
% PAS

B HEARREAL AT A

XRBFEZ RGN HEFBRAL R AR RET LA AR I E B o & ey
F o 3. R&EHHEHKS &4 (Logistic Curve) » FHAJRA LR HHGER £ 2
S A (=) APmBEHLIHFERANLEXRETHTHEIHE - BT
BRI $ERBERETREFHFRRNEE  fbf iR 5 RRETEMA
3 o J£ Hagerstrand ay#f B R L X LT R EHHE T > L RFAEGILEL
HABAABAYZARERMBERMENE R it T3 KE4E % (Hagerstra-
nd 1953 « 1959) ~ sEREH &G0 B > A48 i B YL 98 AR ot M 4% (Morrill & Pi-
tts 1967 Mayfield 1974) > Al A Z 354 R RIEaE MR - AR EdR e MR
» (Haggett 1965 > 1977) # B M&EHE#H (Nystuen 1967) » BALE £ BHEICH
7% (Morrill 1965, Gobb 1971) » #% R f sE a4y M 4% (Hagerstrand 1957 » Cobb 19-
71 » Moore 19686) - & Brown - La.wrence A (1981) Bi4% b #45 MBEFRY ~ EE'
MRS (REER - THE - HAE) AHH - :
MIT Sloan School &5 Prof. Allen & ##73%E — 48 :}%*ﬁﬁf w4
o AW FARAEREFLARFTAGER (Allen 1976) - RE| —HBA Y
R RER BT REAARAZM F AT (Allen 1967) » FHARETABAZL
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(Allen 1976 ~ 1988)

[——IiéiﬁE%ﬁ(Physical distance)
L__S%ii&E%ﬁ(Vertical Distance)

-3, BE 35 df
{Geographical
Distance)(Jones 1983)

(Allen 1988)
¥ ik (Driving Distance)
{Calbraith 1990)

e e
¥E
~-—3 A2 # (Cul tural Distance) (Technology Level)
(Gibson 19913 (Hag 1979)
B (Technology Similarity)

(Gibson 1991)
|44 #7 3E # (Technology Distance)

A g 3E B #E 77 35 8 (Power Distance)
—(Social Distance) ————{::: (Kedia 1988)

(Karlsson 1958) & (Duncan 1957) 3,45 35 B (Statue Distance)
(Tomilin 1979)

-+ eyt

M AEX W EERF - (Allen 1976) AT A M ARAZ MEE R L X
FRAR R K R R G MR 0 FE B B R A8 4 L AE R M ST B A SRy
BRECHMARNBE AR EiEH TaMANREIA BB TR
» 1545 A 8% 1 (organization bond)(Allen 1988) - dy#A A sEdk A HiE —
A H BT R ARAE K EHEERE (Allen 1976) o Smilor & Gib-
son (1991) > Ryt aishdial B8t (FPABAZY
Wi~ BB~ Fik s BRFARGL) SaSRuR e X o Steele(1975) £5F R
*5AANAERTRN  BREA AN ER S XA EYERY - A HgS
HeRZAERARE « Galbraith (1990) & $32 R4 &) &9 B B B H AT £ 4]
kR EREREFHENSERIRT  SREG ARA MG o B
BRI GRS o AT AISEIER T RERA W iR LA RHRE
% (Sirinacvakul 1981) - ddn B At » HEHEF L L % HiF 4 X (Davelaar -
1990) » Ga4BA ~ BLEE - oMo sERE 0 RITEHILM X Fey A 2 — (Jones -
1983) o 332 b A AL kG IE ARG A A BhA S AT 40 45 ( Ounjian 1987) -

T~ B ANRERE

EAXMEMEL  ZHEUMEARAZ-—BHBEEE  RHTEXN
& M B R 1& 3] AR (Gravity Model) © & A & % %8 8957 £ 4 Koudsen(19-
83) - Pittfield(1978) ; # R.#F %44 Isserman + Plane #» McMillian(1982) + K-
eyfitz #» Philipon(1981) ; #4774 & #94F %4 Ewing(1982) » FA W RIRMHA R
4 Stewart(1940) % - Haynes #= Fotheringham(1984) #F % 49 & 3 P £ 5| A 4%
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ALEFEHBETEATHLEIGZ AR REE wHBY - FABRKEZ LA FHE
AEALE ) —RABEER MR TARBEROYTE (AEAATHET)
PSR A 1 RV BB AR RAGRTRBH DRI HRTRTE LA AR
SR ZNEHRBEE - —RIEBYR WA - F -HHRERLZTETARALY o

fedibi) MIAARBAT; 27 BRUARTERERAEERRR L
C HEARRBABERP, AP 27 AAXREMNL EABEHFAATRE
» R dy ATFREIAZEABALT

Ti; = PP/ dy

BEHERERHANTE - FTAHEEL  RIGOMETET RO
1% » (Jaynes 1957;Webber 1977,1980) » E b BHFEF] A B KA T -

Ty = P}y /dj

HbArra- fambRtRBRmigBRsRE -
RENBERATEARFLELELEEENL2BAEAL S v B L AMGEE
A~ o~ [ KHE0.5~2 =/ (Haynes 4 Fotheringham,1984) -

th ~ f&5m

BEMETALEARBBEMG R BB ARSI HFTROFREEE
IR E N BRI THARGSE - S HEHE AT - Gibs-
on(1991) 345 B F RN L EA B - FICEBGF RN BRALT R AHEM
RRGARE  TARERBHE - HERRBREM TN —F - HESRLdsE
PR - B FRPZIABBERNTAAARNZ H TR - BERBE -
AT G RAEITRES > EFA LM FHHERE  AEESRREY
WE o AEFEHEAHEE > B FEFRE e mEE AR N &
FEETHMERARG BN > HEERE - SN L Rs HeH
W SURBAE » BATHRAATIE ERRBAEITHBRAL - S AMEHN ARSI RAFX
AR AFBRE TG AR A SN LR R e
Wit~ BRI BEE R MR R — MR ZR 0 F LA RR
HuEHubEgEk £ , _

o F AR BT © 8~ FEORAMEF SRR R BRI
RN REEAERXRFA M > iR Ed  RERAATEFGET » #L
BAERFES

REMEAH T & 1. RERATHREMTARNRE ST HE R0 HE
 RERBMBELRYTRARRKIFORERTREMAE  LEBRTHEH L
= 2. BGRIHHE  BHREBLEBGTIARIN - FRMEERHIFE - 3.
R ARG AT B —REH HBATRAEEREIHE  FOTHELRT >
HEEETHEMBARER - = : '



H e AE i - FR T AR 125

- ARLEGE 1 AHREESL BHAASAEBE "L ELRE
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