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Knowledge shar ing, L earning curve and knowledge advan tage of
nations

X IE Kang, WU Qing-jin, X IAO Jing-hua
School of Business, Zhongshan U niversity, Guangzhou 510275, China

Abstractt How to ingirit the enployees to share the individual know ledge (or private information)
is the core problen of know ledge managanent in enterprises A coording to an onew ay know ledge-
sharing model, this article concludes that market scale constrains the performance of know ledge-
sharing schane in enterprises Know ledge advantage of nations is the reflection of the enterprise
know ledge advantage, w hich baseson the enterprise informatization and know ledge-sharing scheme,
in the scope of the nation Efficiency and capability of resource distribution, cost, and the options of
market rules and route are three fields that know ledge advantage of nations mainly enbodies in

Obviously, the developed countries hold national know ledge advantage U nder such competitive
conditions, the governmentsof the developing countries have to intervene enterprises market option
properly, selectively and effectively. At least, this should be done in choosing the developing route of
information industry.

Key words  enterprise informatization; know ledge sharing; learning curve, national know ledge

advantage



