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Dam inating expectations and standard alliances in standard competition and
its w elfare effects

LUO P in-liang, YIN Hua-wiang
M anagem ent School of Fudan Un wversity, Shanghai 200433 China

Abstract W ith the rapd development of worldv ide netvork econany, strategies and efficiency of canpetitbn
ofnewotk standard have been paid much attention The canpetiton of netw ork ndustry has exceeded the tra-
ditional cam petition of cost and m arket and it goes to be standard canpetition This article constucts a wo-
perbd gan emodel o analyzes the mpact of expectations of consun ers and manufactures on the equilbrium of
standard cam petition Based on the above analysis this article explores the can petitive effects and w e lfare -
pact of standard alliances and pwposes policy suggest bns

Key words standard canpetitbn strategic delay standard alliance dan nating expectations



