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(38)

1. Political and
regulatory environment
7
(8) 10. Social 2. Business and innovation (12)
impacts -6 environment -

(17) 9. Economic
impacts

3. Infrastructure (1)

(21) 8. Government
usage

4. Affordability (13)

(17) 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
usage
6. Individual usage

(26)

== Taiwan == High-income group average
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BRIC %2 E

Brazil 84 (3.9), Russian Federation 41 (4.5),

India 89 (3.7), China 62 (4.2)




Z<:Rank 11~20

Value(1~7)

Canada 11 5.5
Korea 12 5.5
Germany 13 5.5
Hong Kong 14 5.5
Denmark 15 5.5
Australia 16 5.5
New Zealand 17 5.5
Taiwan 18 5.5
Iceland 19 5.4

Austria 20 54




Others
Israel 21 (5.4), United Arab Emirates 23(5.3),

France 26 (5.2), Malaysia 32 (4.9), Italy 55 (4.3),

Indonesia 79 (3.9).




Taiwan, 2013~2015

| Rank | Value(1-7)_
Networked Readiness Index 2015 18 5.5
(out of 143)

Networked Readiness Index 2014 14 5.5
(out of 148)

Networked Readiness Index 2013 10 5.5

(out of 144)




| Rankloutof143) | Value(i-7)

A. IRIGIEE] 28 4.8
F—ME | BUR/ERIRIE 38 4.3
Bt | EFREIFIRIE 12 5.3
B ElmEEE 2 6.4
SB=321T | Bl 1 7.0
SBIOsZ4E - BTt 13 6.5
BRI | e 23 5.8
CIEREREE 22 5.3
SR\t - EAEH 26 5.7
BTt | FRER 17 5.1
SB/\324T . BUSTER 21 5.1

D.Z &7 15 5.3
BN L IEEE 17 4.9
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Taiwan vs. Top 10




Talwan vs. Singapore

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
(8) 10, Social S 2. Business and innovation (12
impacts -8 environment 2)

(17) 9. Economic 3. infrastructure (1)

Impacts
(21) 8. Govemment 4, Affordability (13)
usage
an 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan =O= High-income group average

Rank: |
(2)
1. Political and
requlatory environment
(1) 10. Social 2. Business and innovation |
Impacts environment (1
(4) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (19)
impacts
(1) 8. Government 4. Affordabil
usage ¥ (30)
(14) 7. Business ‘ 5, Skills (2)
6. Individual usage
(1)
~O= Singapore == High-income group average




Taiwan vs. Finland

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
(8) 10, Social 2. Business and innovation 2
impacts 8 environment (12)

(17) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (1)

Impacts
(21) 8. Govemment 4, Affordability (13)
usage
a7n 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan =~O= High-income group average

Rank: 2

(4)
1. Political and
regulatory environment

(12) 10, Social

2. Business and innovation (1
impacts

environment

(1) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure  (3)

impacts
(17) 8. Government 4, Affordability (9)
(4) 7 Business 5. 8lis (1)
usage
6. Individual usage
(5)
=O= Finland =O= High-income group average




Taiwan vs. Sweden

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
(8) 10, Sacial S 2. Business and innovation .
impacts -8 nvironment (12)

(17) 9. Economic 3. infrastructure (1)

Impacts
(21) 8. Government 4, Atfordability (13)
usage
an 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan =O= High-income group average

Rank: 3
(10)
1. Political and
reguiatory environment
(16) 10. Social L 2. Business and innovation 9
impacts 6 environment (19)
(2) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (3)
impacts
(20) 8. Government 4. Affordability (18)
usage
(3) 7.Business 5. Skills (28)
usage
6. Individual usage
(2)
=O= Sweden =~O= High-income group average




Taiwan vs. Netherlands

Rank: 18

(38)

1. Political and
regulatory environment

(8) 10. Socaal
impacts

2. Business and innovation

e
environment (12)

(17) 9. Economic
impacts

3. Infrastructure (1)

(21) 8. Government 4, Affordability (13)

usage
(17) 7 Business 5. Skills (23)
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan =O= High-income group average

Rank: 4
(7)
1. Political and
regutatory environment
(3) 10. Socal : 2, Business and innovation ¢
impacts & environment (3)
(5) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure  (14)
impacts

(13) 8. Government 4. Afordability (72)
usage
(6) 7. Bu:;mess 5. Skills (6)
0e
6. Individual usage
(7
=O= Netherlands =O= High-income group average




Talwan vs. Norawy

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
(8) 10, Social S 2. Business and innovation (12
impacts - environment 2)

(17) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (1)

Impacts
(21) 8. Govemment 4, Affordability (13)
usage
an 7. Businass 5. Skills (23)
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan =O= High-income group average

Rank: 5
(6)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
(7) 10. Social 2. Business and inmovation 7,
impacts 6 gnvironment

(11) 9. Economic
impacts

3. Infrastructure (1)

(24) 8. Government

4. Affordability (27)
usage

(10) 7. Business 5. Skills (12)

usage
6. individual usage
(3)
=O= Norway =O= High-income group average




Taiwan vs. Switerland

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
(8) 10. Sacial S 2. Business and innovation .
impacts -0 environment (12)

(17) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (1)

Impacts
(21) 8. Govemment 4, Afordability (13)
usage
a”n 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan =~O= High-income group average

Rank: 6
9
1. Political and
reguiatory environment
(34) 10. Social 2. Business and innovation 1

impacts 6 environment

(3) 9. Economic
impacts

3. Infrastructure (10)

(48) 8. mmem 4. Affordabiity (65)
(1 7. Business 5. Skills (3)
usage
6. Individual usage
(10)
=O= Switzertand == High-income group average




Taiwan vs. United States

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
(8) 10, Socal 2. Business and innovation 12
impacts ~8 environment (12)

(17) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (1)

Impacts
(21) 8. Government 4, Affordability (13)
usage
an 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
usage
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan =O= High-income group average

Rank: 7
(21)
1. Political and
requiatory environment
7
(11) 10. Secial 2. Business and innovation 5
impacts -6 environment )
(7) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (4)
impacts 3
(14) 8. Government 4, Affordability (53)
usage
(7) 7- Business 5. Suilis (33)
usage
6. Individual usage
(18)
=O= United States =O= High-income group average




Talwan vs. United Kingdom

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Political and
requiatory environment
7
(8) 10. Social 2. Business and innovation
impacts R environment (12

(17) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (1)
impacts
(21) 8. Govemment 4, Affordability (13)
usage
a7 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan =O= High-income group average

Rank: 8

(5)
1. Political and
regulatory environment

2. Business and innovation

(6) 10. Social
environment )

impacts

(13) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (15)

impacts
(16) 8. Government 4, Affordabillty (51)
usage
(16) 7. Business 5. Skilis (31)
usage
6. Individual usage
4

== United Kingdom

== High-income group average




Talwan vs. Luxembourg

Rank: I8
(38)
1. Political and
reguiatory environment
(8) 10. Social 2. Business and innovation 1
impacts 6 environment (12)

(17) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (1)

impacts
(21) 8. Government 4, Affordability (13)
usage
a7 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
usage
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan == High-income group average

Rank: 9
(3)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
. 7 . : ,
(20) 10. Social s 2. Business and innovation (27)

environment

Impacts

(8) 9. Economic
impacis

3. Infrastructure (18)

(11) 8. Govenment 4, Affordability (50)
usage

(1) 7. Business 5. Skills “8)
usage
6. Individual usage
(6)
=O= Luxembourg == High-income group average




Talwan vs. Japan

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Poltical and
regulatory environment
(8) 10, Social 3 2. Business and innovation 12
impacts -8 mvironment (12)

(17) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (1)

Impacts
(21) 8. Government 4, Affordability (13)
usage
a7 7. Business 23)
usage
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan =O= High-income group average

Rank: 10
(8)
1. Political and
requiatory environment
7
(13) 10. Social 2. Business and innovation (35)
impacts b environment

{(12) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (17)

impacts
(7) 8. Government 4. Affordability (43)
usage
(2) 7. Busingss 5. Skills (13)
usage
6. Individua) usage
(13)
=O= Japan == High-income group average




Taiwan vs.

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
(8) 10. Social 2. Business and innovation 12
impacts 6 environment 2

(17) 9. Economic

3. Infrastructure (1)
impacts Y

(21) 8. Government
usage

4, Affordability (13)

an 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
u

sage
6. Individual usage

(26)

=0O= Taiwan == High-income group average

Hong Kong

Rank: 14
(12)
1. Political and
g reguiatory environment
| =7
( )10. Social 2. Business and innovation (3)
impacts environment

(16) 9. Economic
impacts

(36) 8. Government
usage

3. Infrastructure  (28)

4, Affordability (20)

(18) 7- Business 5. Skills  (22)
usage
6. Individual usage
(12)
=O= Hong Kong SAR == High-income group average




Taiwan vs. Korea

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
(8) 10. Secial 2. Business and innovation 12)
impacts 6 environment (Le
(17) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (1)
impacts

(21) 8. Government 4. Affordability (13)
usage
(17 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan =O= High-income group average

Rank: 1?
(42)
1. Political and
requlatory environment
(4) 10, Social 2. Business and innovation 22)
impacts 6 environment
(10) g. Economic 3. Infrastructure (11)
impacts

(3) 8 G(:g;:mnt 4, Atfordability (45)
(12) 7. %aﬁggﬁ 5. Skilis (39)
6. Indvidual usage
(9)

=O= Korea, Rep.

== High-income group average




Taiwan vs. China

Rank: 18
(38)
1. Political and
regulatory environment
(8) 10. Social 2. Business and Innovation 12)
impacts 8 environment (2

(17) 9. Economic 3. Infrastructure (1)
impacts
(21) 8. Government 4. Affordability (13)
usage
a7 7. Business 5. Skills (23)
usage
6. Individual usage
(26)
=O= Taiwan == High-income group average

Rank: 62
(52)
1. Political and
regulatory enyirmment
(40) 10. Social £ 2. Business and innovation (104)
impacts -8 environment
.5
4

(71) 9. Economic

3. Infrastructure (92)
impacts

(39) 8. Government - 4. Afordability (57)

usage
7. Business 5. 5klls (59
(46) " sage | (9
6. Individual usage
(80)
=O= China =O= Upper-middie-income group average
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