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Technology Diffusion Based On Imitation

Abstract: The paper reviewed the research about technology diffusion based on imitation. The first kind of the theories is based
on the imperfection information, including Epidemic models and Bayesian learning models. The second is based on corporation's

Incentive, including two- stage econometric models and Threshold Models. These researches indicated that social network, the

information about innovation and the corporation's scale are the crucial factors for the diffusion process of technology. In addi-
tion, the spatial models about the technology diffusion are similar to the Epidemic models and Threshold Models.
Key Words: Imitation; Technology diffusion based on imitation; Epidemic models; Bayesian learning models; Threshold Models



