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"Why regionalism?
Search for economies of scale WITHOUT
making them available to competitors from
outside of the region.” EU
Sandholtz and Zysman (1989)
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Nokia, Motorola, (Sony-) Ericsson Samsung

1997 2001 2003
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Telecommunications Administrations (CEPT)
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Mobile 1989 European
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e |-mode 1999
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 ARPU
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NTT 8820| 8680| 8470| 8130| 7890| 7190
299 213 141 115 99 92
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ARPU Average Revenue Per User

AMPS Advanced Mobile Phone Service

CDMA Code Division Multiple Access

ETSI European Telecommunications Standards Institute
FDMA Frequency Division Multiple Access

GSM Global System for Mobile Communications
NMT Nordic Mobile Telephone

PDC Personal Digital Communications

PHS Personal Handyphone System

TACS Total Access Communications Service
TDMA Time Division Multiple Access

WCDMA Wideband Code Division Multiple Access
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