NN SEfE e R ORI
A3 HETW Wi

AL E] grald AN AfFM ( jointness) & MBTBRMHOR H Il =
AREaie] HEAG KR ABeAE 4FHo g 2. B A

23] AR o n AFse] e A A FA £E 4FQ FH (contribution). 2H
(commitment) ¥ ##l(control) & el el lEE AMASFRAL L 5%
Hog Aast] RIS MBI SAHC R folghe AR oa 71k

FERRS QBT UNTol (1) A2Q] &7, 1] o] D Mz L7
g A £H FME B dwgaAAPe) HERELS TREHoY (2) F2 55
s BRE 23 SEgAAe HMEEEE 2 4713 Aa+ES nEssn
(3) HHEEe RER 2o Mol BAxlo] I AMe] EAAle] HEMH

( dominant )5S FAMHERN B3t TUTHHY BREE Roldge F E

I F &

J W.Vaupel 3 J.P.Curhan(1973) & %B#E 2% ( multinational enterprise:MNE)
o] BB LHA TAHA A FTE FAste 7FF A H Q] MR BIBAE
g n FRAstgon’ F.Contractor 2 P.Lorange(1987) ¢ RAFol 23} ™ 1986
WA HA = dE BHAGERESE SHeR & XEBHEN A7t BEFH

* L ERER REXE EEER RHE
1) Beamish,P.W.and Banks, ].C., “Equity Joint Ventures and Theory of the
Multinational Enterprise,” Journal of International Business Studies,

Summer 1987 -1- Ads AT A18A 25 (1989d 29 )

E=s
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REBHAR

WA FEREE T 2F 4o ol2& FHo 2 VeIt ¥ w3 D.A.Heeran® W. J .
Keegen(1979) & A 3 A4l HEREAES 23 o] EREY AANDd FHA) FHEE
T Ao 7IgEiuA, 1 53 st BAEREY ctoldd T AW (cor-
poration coalition) & & 2 Hstz ot ¥

oA Y HEEMKES AFERALEHC AR de T2F AYE BT wAEE
BE R0 2 thRojd SHBLXHEMHIMNE SHE ooz =yt o]
A YT glon, BEEaK] M2 RPEMS 7T 5= J= BEY REe=z
Mol SEREREE AFEs Ao ok

T ME MRS ARt SAE B3 GEREE YE 2o BRM RE
7 Al&ED Qo 53 MigAEEMSE S5E 5 GHEMA BEE AN A
(jointness) BE&eol FAIH I gtk ol =27t &kl Kd HikosA &

r

2

TS A we AT MBTERNA P AN SEREY FF AU eSS
et e AFREET AFREE BRARM Mol THE o 7tsg Aol
th

olgigt BA o e AR T2 FiA#Y REERY B 23S 2FEUA
%81 (contribution), RE (commitment) 2 ¥l (control) gt 7 H ol E{YFH
9 A7yt AlEEe] stk webd MEEMTERNYI J2E Tl AFERE REHY
BREE F¢Ho 2 3383 A7 AFERE U 83 AL Teler & 5= A
=

K e o1 FAHstel thg3 & WREMNS Y30

AR, AF7HR] B A7) olF oA HERE #AFTARIASE (entry mode app-
roach) &} IRAS waldld SERERES] S HfIREWZ® (operation mode approach)
E A Este deoltk

SR, afFREY |SBY B &M (jointness) & MBTHHRMCZ HIstd

2) Contractor,F.]., “Strateiges for Structuring Joint Ventures: A Negotiation
Planning Paradigm,” Columbia Journal of world Business, Summer 1984,
p.30.

3) Heenan,D.A.and KeeganW. ]., “The Rise of Third World Multinationals,”
Harvard Business Review, Jan.-Feb. 1979, pp.107-108.

4) Teece,D.]., “Multinational Enterprise:Internal Governance and Industrial
Organization,” American Economic Review, 75(2), May 1985, pp.233-238.
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AN BERES FEa KAl de |BAN A

SEEREMNFE dS 978 &% - AATlele Relok

Ay, SrEdE FEAERET BRI MMES ARAGERERRS S 453
o2 ZAL. Bl AEREY BERS THEsY SFEREREY RRGHRS A Al
AV S duAt gk

L3 HEEMGS dAs] el & HRAM AbEste RS ES 8 2

AA, 283 BERe sty A3 HEES 2498k 1980.1.1 ~ 1986.4.30
7\ 7boll F2-5 vhx 159 Jlef T HUERE SBEAAFREAFEA U S5 BEHE
{mail survey) & A3 oo, HMMfs AXKEELES HHESH 39| 7153 B
DEEL A (key informant) & ARdefl A Aol wbgatgit

A, HHKY &2 wede JadAE dEsh] s HMEES 53 2AE
THERE (Likert rating scale) & A 735l Azl 242 A =3}

AR, Y Aas 1 FHRSMM ( normality of distribution) & &213 %, Jk
R 2 ( non-parametric test) & ©]€3dt] BAAH #4948 Al=stc) ofge] E
5 #7 ( factor amalysis) & 8l FoJx EEIEE o) &FRE ERES 4FR
B BEMA 23" AF5dTe A KRS ST (correlation analysis)
o2 A

A pzeel HoE o234 dTRG SfFRE e Hd FHITEHEY dYs
Zlthsl glow, EEMN HEE Hsl LAG7IL 553 et EE ABRAEGEF
BERFELS ?ﬂ:rLﬁH**oi o, BB - AR - 78 S A3 LXK #
BEREGEREN w3 & Folth

I. #F&REY BAHZEDE

BB BB o] UStAL 16 Ho] 1971.1.15€] 1986.12.30 717 &#gsl des)
o HEF F 2He SEREWEM AEHRX S AFREE o8 & =52
11 7otk > AFREHRRT & Fevet SARASFEREA B3 dF=T] 64,
WAGERE B8 A7 58 a8 UrA] 1138 =58 RIAEEREHZY

5) S27 A galol] A h3l BBEEERE RRE K (1984) 3 Bhr30 HF L& BWEERR
#(1987) & TAHO2 MR LS 29 Bado.
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REEHRR

dE-Fo g ShKES b} o stk
2299 AERRS UUE HRRX T #E7) +318 =28 SFEREARS &
SHE B E %Kﬁ)ﬂ%’i I U&E st goks] B g 2

o)

1, EFRAHAR

&EF (1972) Bf¥c SFEREBEAEY VIJdYHE AAZdc g dFa, Ea88mEG
HE®RE dAd oz M8td EREOE REREN d N&22 T‘Eéé i,
LE, B 2 THvM 5 FEdA =&staln skt

A (1974) HEET AR, EESZRBLESO AE5UdT9 gy 3 43
o]l g o2 FAIY 4 Qltte FF B, AR AFANME fEHkl vl 2
Hol A1 LEHEE REEES aNHo 2 £5T & V] W SFELE}
WA - A= Roz Tty

ole} z+e Asf o ¥lFo] I AFHREAIFEY KRR A3 HRie flmes 4o

I, ABRASHERERZES KRS BAstod fauety 4o 92E  AFERE
ReTdtes) AiiRtRae stk

ERR (1981) HSe SBBANY BREESS A8 S @EHA 2153 1
el - H AEREBEARS HAse 2AE R, 2 JAE 53 SEBa¥Y 8
o} RHBERES 248, £yl BF 7Y 9%E AFSge S5 @ - H 4fF
BEMZolSGE Mol AKXE SRBOX 5AS Arsln KEFAE 24850
e H e BEEgaFo AAIS 37hdy HE#ER) Hit BEHE EUE £8H
#S wAsider, 53] I - BEME HARdAM #Ystd g mHEe HAY
ERol &3t 1 dHE Tl Aulslhe S FEBELEY SHoZ AT

&BE (1981) HPEE SZERBAERE N 2Hds SELE¥ESS Tl REW -
g 20 BRet e AAES Fddor g8sd & gl Frde
B == BEgeg HEE gAsidn Bt ol Bl @l WEE¥S
groll Fdst 87 HEEBAES FHOE olEel 7Ide EHM HEE 2] o3
AR e HEzA SFEREBMS 2A3ATh

BoREK (1982) EIZe! 7 IAAFEREA B3 A7 1960 ddiek 19703 el
BEATE T2 AHEN 4709 EBRE 2718 e ﬁ*ﬁ%«i%ﬁ@%A 7&"?15:
7 EHFARE T ootk I AEREAEY A9y EXS vz A

N
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HERA ArER A HHD KR 43 WEN BE

A SHEME Joletn FEwA, FH#EI B o) YA T FHI MRE
B o8 851 oty ¥tk ZEln FE 1980 AUy WBEA L 123
i 2d o] Tl ol vla) 53 MEERES 228 o AWt

ERE (1983) Hi¥c WEESF BEESFERHAES nosie fauet 71dE0A
At € F UARE ERHEKY ANE BHASIFEERMY =2E Fof 22TV #H
EEERRS 217 HfilAREN stET O BERSERES o028 &1fF
HEL MEAY VHEES & o B BEIHE AAA7IHA it kel 28]
EREES 7sA 8l Al A & F (synergy effect) & HESEE X RES & +
)= EAEEL (inherent advantages) -2 A|dtdu FAsgh

ol Aol SEHREME HEH LS PES Bd AFREES BISREKE Yol A
B3 Bl Bou, AAIFEQ] wBHRE T3 Hapn BELolv i B
QA AF7F v FE AEiolth

2

T
2|3 AFH

2., BOABEREERS BHHAR

BHAEEREFRRS dRPo 2 & AFERE BAH R o WEs gt o
A9 5E ohg s 2t

MRE (1980) #H¥Ee FREMRS A3 BAEERKEES o794, BERC] 253t
T Qe Al grE it afFgEARC] sttt A Ao 53 B
Fofste Fele SfFREAMT HAES et HREES oisfstda A
A1, =3 FHAS AFE + e B ool i AAA dEoxn

2
UN

e
@
b

bk
HEE (1981) 2P @Re¥el SEMLLRS D8y HetEe 97 &
AR S 2E FRRNES) fol, BATR 502 SRR %7h9)
Sebn wan B8 SAud pEe BATES 9497 A9 dos REHE
w gaEel 2 QAn AFet SABAC] o AfFREAR BeUR Ty
shieh

HER (1981) Mt BESAEe BASFRERH dgds EAgoz
BipeE Hetel T, HF HMMES RS AHsn, 2 AL HRH
gol g voh TANQ) MHEE, MHAFLS EABES B3 WEAEY +9
% A2BH We ANAITe Y WHBES AFRERDS KTHEACE A

of
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REBHR

AlstE,

AARERE (1982) Bf¥v= foiuel B ¥ BAEEREY 49 978 53 4
FRE TR WAER 0l AT Zx &=y 1, Azxge B$e MmERE 1
s REMRE FAE Hun 243 oled ARE SIS AR
o] f BFK ( fade out ) HEE Q7= Aol wobln Ju, HAFARI FHEK
frel gl vl g AxE 7t 4 7] wEoletn Botch

K.Kumar &} &K (1984) E#F2e =F& 1980 A7HA] w3t dafa el siE%¥
M WAEEREE OF0 ok o5 Aoyt HBEHGRE U3 BHHEA BE
®Fol e WA EAEHEE AA, e DAY A8 T FEEEAM B B
, fﬁﬂﬂ?ﬁ#@i ek 713 AEF HE AR, EHRAeXY 73 oolAd 5 5
o2 Qs ¥, WHAEEERES UVt URE SEREFRYS AFHIH

ALK (1984) EfFe @B WAEELRETRA 43 #EIEWL WwEs 3
BRI S1FREE Wsls TH olfv HuEo 4FHFEE 27 AY H4e
2 Ty Fas AR WiEely, #RAXS B4 A2 &6FES AFske
ZA$7F Bol &fEskd W AdAel EEHES VA ot Boith T3 BEAF
gol SEREAR e SANYEL HREHRR Yo Rt Birg LA
T2 &3ty YA EY AvlE AlEsts WAE ol&stu Urt @EAetEES &
BEHE, £EEH 2 BOUBHES BMelA, HMiafEke ABEHS HEAEE
floll A =2l A% S Fydt= Ao 2 ekt

TCEEE (1986) Hi¥c BBERBEIEXS HE HELEA &S HEdA HHRELE
of AEol 9IS A HMAEETH HHS A wAEERERE EABKS o5y
fo] AYAA w71 W&ol vlEAE A g TS AA, SERES F- §8F
Q) RSHH Hiflole tha olelgel oy Eu &g sl ugeRA e
H&3lcka Bakth

HEREE (1986) HiTT WAKEY WHAR € ABRER 248 B3 s
%¥el BETt2 8 Absrjoleiulolel mAKEFRES H i HERgMe FE &
oAk AERES VB goAratol ofs] FHKE, KA, AZ HBHE, SiHA
BHEX T A0 dsted Skl A3 deE sles HAEIGou BHalE
%ol o]2 RAGL EYF oz AASRoM, SEREER HKMAS 0% o
HEAS &7 Z FostPor Bad HKirel BE T dord s FAsteD &
o HMEERESES HslA ek o HEHHS Tl TR &FREVE
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ABIA GIERAY HHD BB 33 B8 1R

AEstew BA FAEEC ofs 449 ABAEES 4A5E Rol e Fg3
oo %s}zf. alc

=
BitE oy pel W8 AIFRERR vE Figkel EEY Hikel Yol mE
ol AHL #el Wouk, SHREMB WRmI A HE us} o]
NS AAMNCRE HES F o8 E UED ol V22 ATE gAY
FaTRy el o3 Wi Hikol obd FHEA Zades & 4 ot

M. 8EX ABRAEFREN 23 'BBHW

TEvetel EEEEE NBAEERE) BAEERER AutE 5820 9o A
Az SHEG el HNEERE (inward investment) 2 7}2]7)0] 1987 W2 &7 B
REEJHLEEC 2 1,444 ol 3,895 MnkEolq, Tl %l&%«{ HIVEERE (out-
ward investment) 24] 1987 I # A ML EHLEC 2 534 71, 966 Wure) o
Tt HEERA 2ol SEAEERE BEEC WHANERES BEES 44 o
G L ) o

“rEiu 1980 dHiell o Bof WAEEKE Y36 Sou, o myrael &
k7l del SAs o] Fglo] HMEHLS Y ok ©
CHEORS AFREE HEREHSY A E 0 580 wet ARASFRE
(inward joint venture) 9 # /& 1FEHE (outward joint venture) 2 TE3 B 4 gl
o FElvel AEASERES 4R MARAEERE 1,323 71 2,887 wopz
T 1,130 1.825 WivkE 2R HEY 86.1 %, &¥HENIA 63.2 %o =o w
28 22 AAsn Qo

B WAGIERES 3 MEAEERE 5067 633 WurE ZolM 173

6)%kﬁ,ﬁ%ﬁ%$nﬂégﬁiﬁ.l%% pp.46-47.

A o]
E@T%D.

8) i, “@BT BAMEY RAEEHETREY A3 LW LE B HYE, £24
#, 1986, pp.68-70.
9) 1986 9¥W Ao BAEATEROR MER FABMALEEM(1986.10) 1o x,
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B PR

271 WmB a2 A5l gAgoF B 34.2 %9 42.8 %ol ¥]F & 27 HI L
et 1

olstoll M EN Wl et liEEel ABASEREN 2P S $Fol HRE
3 stuz} gk

1, REWARS BB RR

K ol AEste BEMN RS 23z vepdy vgel (291 ]9 2o

("1 ] HEHree] B

/

efe&el RBHE
-wF B

| afemmaze mE |

Lm . aA Hrh) 2

}
ot B W
CRAEA S
AT RS
- FhEd
CFEUFE
S ARA G}
R

L

Az,

10) 19869 12 9 dAS] @RBPT [ WARERMEA BR1S
AE Bk A BACY] 7102 Fa HkE FYEA L, v q2 BB BEREY .
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HBIA BrERES) HES BB B9 WEY HR

o] ¥ AERES #HEQ FHL (contribution), 2 EL (commitment), Bl
(control) o BB} AEHERFE &2 - H2 FEREES R WEE 2 A
gl BURM S HBMEC B8 BEBES B9 F1 g o3 EEFI A
A REWS AYEW AR, AN, e 2 AR o] u)x= AmBEsE
ol FEFS masior & Holth v K WS HREHES 1980.1.1 FE
1986.4.30 7hA] EAIEEKS vl2) Uit el ABAGHRESECR A3
of MEBMME AL ol A $ HEE FPFh obge] 2T i%ﬁ& & 2]
g, Ed, #3HF, TUHAZE /S, BEAEAT AR 2 5209 Sof Hihseg
bl fHRMEC] i3t AT ngH oz FIYS B R}

EfeEel AN BREAE SfFtolng, vy A AfFko] MHaftosn
B &7 342 & jioE AERERES Ao 83 FAKE] 2 + g
tf RS A BRI = AfFRE Y AGFES B ALY FHE Es
71 3l 57 BNE 27T AFEALS a7 o, BETE B ARELE

BIFLS BMafEgEolete UiraEQd 20 98 o g Uetyth ool “ &
gffel Bt & FEEEV 20 959 SFLReEY RES Mt s B

Tl FEAN 22 é\ﬁfﬁm AP Rl HET WP Bl gtk ol
e DAdell JitE 4 i od Aol Hg haroni (1966) 7 A 9l
209} 222 2HoM H@EE T a3t} of HEAES s 2ad o

P

& 2EERE7 BEE=EE /‘3 ol ot 2H Trle 4 sMssttt w

2hal Bk BERBREVE 55 AERBEAEY REE UEAEU " E BRy #
RE 7hgsitt

Aot B fHBMEC] B EEH Wizeeld J.P.KillingS #AIFRS @K

(dominant), 9 EI#Y (shared) % MBzAY (independant) FHX o Z FRaIATE ' @y

B MELERE F3te SFHEA¥C) 7MY 2 REES Jedts 29 e ols sta)

11) Killing, ].P., “How to Make a Global Joint Venture Work,” Harvard
Business Review, May- June 1982, pp.120-127.
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BERHR

& Abololl oleir} glont, MR HMHIE v AERELEC 2EW HEE ve &
EREREREY Belrl folstn wHad RAEE 7MLt E A7dTed  daids
] W.C.Tomlinson(1970), A.R.Janger(1980), J.A.Cantwell 3 J.M.Geringer
(1986) Fol Aolst #Hye ASHo g UF3 vl ok olito| R 5ol o]
st vie XAYY ARG dSaes AFEREA¥EY RENYE Mt ®
(=)o BAlel vk oot webA Bl T olA “ fEEEELS] 2r2H
A7 ZEgelH SFEREAES] R BuS2dE Aot e BHE 22
a Stk

el e 4 ode AEEEZE GRS, FrEd, "iﬁl% = A
HRE, BEAFAE 2 Y Tol oy, K W 3ol SfikEel 54
b R #4d 2leng EmEfS A e dalel 2 g4uddEs s ¥As)
ok

A HREe Feviel HEE SAEASFERERE oM SFRE A MBTH
KPRl A MENS 258 eE Hstes Holvh wepM olgd B
Ag 2438 Hall Folld nA BRI HES EWE 8o 03 2 BAES
A At

R 1 M afEEe FEREET 29 4FRESRY A UF2edg Aot

fBFt 2 « HEAHELY 2HEEET a0 AFRESFE KR ¢ & .

BaR 3 Al a ke BBIRERFVT Ziheld &aFREAFS RRs Bus5x

gg Aotk

2. IRAEFAL
olstoll e PRl MRIEES AAdsty, A 2 SAS <fs AT HH
el MRS, BARE € A8y HES s4id 8 2HE A i

2.1 B¥o| FXTH
& W BaBHE SERE F23 BHESQ FE (contribution), ZHL (com-

mitment), &l (control) % olti
FHHye “SERBECE U3 MHEEEL BB " o8t Fosled, &fFkel &
BB a%o 233l s FHHEEE ( degree of contribution) J 2 S g}

- 284-



SHAA AERE] HE KR 49 HEs AR

FHRBHE ZYdlc AZv AFRERRC a3t HEEZA vHio] s 4
VeSS #R (need)” e}z & 4= ot
B3] HHES 2He FAEX DA, HAAYE, BFF 39T 5 Az A HelAM &

Dzl7) HSlEE AASt A Hity ?,EUE (dynamic measurement) -2 AJE3lch  zmBlgh
“EBIERBEAXS sl fAHAELC] sEH o Fdste 53 Eiv o2 FHeay

o, RESHE HHEELY 59852 BHEMPHEHS A g [ 2B (degree of
commitment) [2 H7}sle &A 3}

Mdle “ SFREARS] EEEDRME SEREN U3 MEAELY BEH o
vhal Fofsln, MABEE 7 BEEAEEMN 3 [ FEHIREE (degree of control) J
of FEBHRES BHEME (degree of importance) J 5 27122 #Hrlsld &3 sick

SHH FHEEIELC] AfFREAZR Ustd Aldstn e HME EEaEFRS &
fFiR&ERE BR, BNEGIFE B8R, BNEEL / SFRELE KR, BN B AL
M, BERIEIEE / GFRERRE KE, BIEIEL /aFRECE LR, BASHE
BE 5 T7HA e ¥ Fol HAHsEE sheth

ool M A & BWuBHE AEdd BEMFHEES 474 5% dAEFERE
( Likert rating scale) fXo g2 &H3lgor, Fre AP S §A3282 =
A e HE A BEES PSR AV S BIEHESE (overall meas-
urement index) & AF&3lgct 2 tj*OI RO £ FEEw wWo g HEIKA ¥

AR BT A EA Al EAn g, AR ERE, EoE, FEuE
E}%Lx—f-rx}cﬂ# F7tedR 9 $209 Sl

A e BB Ee SFREAEY ME (performance) olth “ [FHEE =3
SIFREMRFEC] &Fke] WHE ?‘-‘:‘/\]7]‘” A2 v olet i H ot REBHE
7tal7] f1sh By H#Eo A AH T -ojEd - 2 Fo| RES, t)Eol.
Apele} ol Mad, FIRMIEE, *Ifﬁﬁﬁﬁ“%" AbgEtEom, T Hity Mo &
Tl A ANz, v AT FEEH, FU)1H ojdEe v, BEPAEE
g - AR OlE, FEARAHY FF 5L P%Oh;‘:} BREe &AL oleidt FF(EMHE
of 3t TR E (degree of satisfaction) J& 5% AEFFEREA o3 =Hrpst

1

r—]m o

12) Eiteman,D.K. & Stonehill ,A.1., Multinational Business Finance, 4th ed.,
Reading, Mass., Addison- Wesley, 1986, pp.648-654.
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Saq“})
AFRERF AnA] R © BRGELAT ol @ AEefFLds <19

@ g 250l ol @ Hue BAE 8l ® ¥ 2FAA & 5 57HA R
o Azt FollA dEstes stk 1utel BRe HHdde dRATCE AHEYUA
ol 7 @ &ek, Aﬁfﬁéfk\%’éq ek AAEEFEE 4, 34 230 FZRER

2 EHERESR F ot

2.2 HMEES B BXRT

X HRFAHRE AP HMEE SFERE d3 $HY3 @A F2 HIHAR
of #RE IHME2 A=At HMKe NAELS SFRE BHEHES T4 2 97
2 F 5370%re 910 RNER FASITE ME S e A EAEE 45 /W g BE
BH 12708, MEIEE 240 2 RESE 1003e 5 & dAERRer Ul
== AAS § Hrie AfAel #l WEEE EEN WES A=

A e 1980.1.1-1986.4.30 7Igtel 558 $53 186 7 ¢viel MiEs
of NBASERERE SoM BBREER vty 719 8744, FHS 2704, dgts
5 177HAFE AL 159 7RAME tiAb e 2 HeE AT AEEHRCE e 159 JHe
BlE¥ NBAGEREME U RER D FEY HRS 48 B <HF 1> %
=3

<E1> RERX SNBEASHEREHN
(] AL )
FEp | &KEBRY | % H A F X | & A
& i 5(4) 6(2) 1 - 12(16)
e K8 1(1) 3(2) 1(1) 11(1) 5(5)
BUAE - Ath 1 2(2) - - 3(3)
1t T 7(4) 12(8) 8(5) - 27(17)
=] - 10(5) 3 8(3) 2 22(.8)
13) Beamish,P.W., “ Joint Venture Performance in Developing Countries,”

Unpublished Doctoral Dissertation, University of Western Ontario, London,
Ontario, 1984, p.214.
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ABRA AR AL HE KR 33 WEH AR

*EH| BERE | £ & H X | & € H | & A
) Hh 2 1 1(1) - 4 1)
= * 3 - - - 3C0)
& B 2(1) 6(2) 3(2) 1¢1) 12( 6 )
s i 6(5) 19(8) 3(3) ~ 28(16)
BRE - BT 6(5) 14(4) 2(1) - 22(10)
EHRHEHE 1 4(4) 2(4) 1 9( 8)
HAhBiEE 2(1) 4(2) 2(4) 1 9( 4)
) at 46(26) 75(34) 32(21) 6(2) 159(83)

BE MBS, NERARECEEAE (EREY), 1987.6.30 HAA 24,
Ex ) Ul BB REEEEY AEAY

2.3 Ao mED HiF

& oA ol &3 ZEZ Q) RN S HMKE 53 28 BEHAE (mail
survey) olth K FEHE HSH ks = A o]l Mg HEHS SFRERFE o
] ZoNA] BOMELEHR (key informants) & AAFFFon, a25AH HREKE <
= & 3 £33¥cE o] FAME 1988.6.4-1988.8.20 ol AH °F 370
AAERE 1988 d 6 Y 4yl G EEEES % @KEFJ’]%& 159 %,
HERE rEEEES Y3 B 2 Hx HEKE 72tz 46 b 438 53 A} 1988
W84 209 AR = BERET £ 833 (S98 52.2%), %
EME 10 8(SEE 17.4%) 2 AXEMK 67 ( S8 14.0%) Ik
S AnAFN7] Yl BREKS Fol 93 HigRE dge =
o} ol HiHY w4 ERoe AAEEHR £ (person-
alization) & 3lgen, $HE B9 KATFS T23¥t BEAY Hs H
RHE AACR dgony, 2ol A2 HAEF Fw (follow-ups) & BF3 27
Aghe} Aol S WaercL '

™
o e

v

)
e
ofy

e
i~
b

S
B
oft o
¥
rkfl

_4

14) Kanuk,L. & Berenson,C., “Mail Surveys and Response Rates: A Literature
Review,” Journal of Marketing Research, Vol. X[, No. V, 1975, pp.440-

453.
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REBHR

B 4E e B8 el SAS (statistical analysis system ) #7]%] T2 1
g ol&std EBpMl o3t it 71e4e HES Ax REE Sl o
3l 543 fiEol Bogls FEREME (non-parametric test) ¢] A el BAo) g
o HHdle ols ZHEJIJE}_AA =2

ob-ge] IEXEFHEASY #7 (canonical correlation analysis) S £3] FHEAS AnrH
o2 HAAstFon, ER ol sl SERERE FHEERES Aty A
HEE 2 731 gokstget o 2 fHEE9#T (simple correlation anaysis) < o]
&3t GEETT SFRE BRI HMMS MRH oz #Astgn '

E

V. ¥Rt &RkeE
1, #EtHF R

2.1 BRREHO Hit

o
AC)

et s SNERASFRERES RES F7iste 718 Bf FEE#ES A
-EH - =F FTo REFE (80.7 % )& 7 Zol Al&3ta o, thg
B oofzole . £xlol] S WA (57.8 %) ol 1 Yol By KMo 2= F
FOEA (15.7 %) 3 FIREREZER (9.6 %) o Folof HM FERKEAMNE 7]
Etfel vled (32.5 %) ol b B, vdRATH FEEH (18.1 %), 44E
gAdel T2 (16.9 %), TAGANY FHRE (13.3 %) F BRASIMEEY HA -
AFol8 (2.4 %) o o2 Ve
BpErELol mEd 9708 H77 &l vial deb st eAE 58 A
EFFEREZ SHsET 970 HririEe BASNO Feojvlsld ZHz SYH oz
R0 FFEHES REHAS MEME To BRSNS 3 Mrsdmetel AR

(simple correlation analysis) & A|%&t%

o,
oy
o
_19

lO

=2

[=]

=

rz iy axp

GRS BT AR AR B A 2 B B e (E2
: E 24 W ( dvadic question method) & °1 838t 2 &

2 218 & PA% Ado|glou, ABAEE KESREEY FA 8] POl AR

®E FAoE FAslal MY Ex F PNEHME HE BERSHMT A EIN .

-
oL
it
rlo
Er
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AERA BFRE] AN BRY B8 AEM HRE

ABAGERERES A0HY BE BaME “FS S1F%E Rl oot
= gdol 6370 719 (80.8 %) ez b Ba, “dohE gE7 g ok 97 7]
A (11.6 %) o1H “BENAMELAATG ojoltt » of “ ABEIMESEAA T o]2]olr} »
= TYsA 37 719 (3.8 %) o2 YEtETE P .W.Beamish & ¢35 &% EF
ANA o1l Lol AEHKERR THE 7ol Bl Bushigoleln Bkout, K HI
oM HEtH Ao 2 BAgsites MRS IUth F Beamish o WIZRMHERE 2
B7] st SEEE A A KRS R &Kfgel wet PB4 (discrim-
inant analysis) & A|=&tY oy Faig FFHIHE 23] el ole AERENE
o] REES ®Y £KE 2 B3stad nHste o] FElde HAFN

aytell gl BEY —KHFECZE SEEEL v ABRASFRERFS
2R 551 e FALL H 2/EA, I dule BES (32.3 %), FHK
B (20.5 %), ZRYE (18.6 %), BEIMBEFEHE (11.2 %), THIARA (7.5 %)
2 SEMSEEE (6.2 %) Y £oZ veun oy I A 29 APd g
BEA BHRFRESRS 27 54.8 %9 58.6 %2A elviel EHBERH 2.6
%9t 13.7% 2L HBEARERZES 19.1 % 4.0 %ol v)&] FA3] EA LEISC®

2.2 ABEALFHREL HEMW

St G ¥ SFEASFREAFE lolA GERES AN WA Mk
o EHEMAC HAL B8 oln FestFPorng,'” AHAME RAEHE (Maxim-
um Likelihood Factor Method) ol &3t ZERAHS T3l ERES AFHo 2 &4
ahc) B A== ool gk (eigen value) , EHRBILA (communality ) E 2
28 ZZE (scree plot) 55 n#lstd §2F2 FA| FHREE (CX)¥ys 2
of ER, 84 FHEE (CY) - $F 33F FHEMEE(CZ) - 2HEE (PART) 9 &
BE HHEEE (DEC) ¥4Ee 1My BRS gyt okge] EREHR (fator
loading) ¥ ERFHHE S 48 nejste 2t WEE HEHES st '

16) BRESHEG, ABASHERECEHBRERS, 1987.2, p.21.

17) [F#EME4SH (canonical correlation analysis) o &£ Wilks’ Lambda P ztel
o) & Higrel HBEAD HRBEC) HEMHS AE v oz, ta dA FAH
ol e HE SHE AFHoE I B 7 UL

18) sAY, ol AL i, M, HEMEEML, 1087, pp.470-477.
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mERHR

olg|3t oo WSS FuHoz HAAdIE RAMES AYUXT BRI %
we A Uehdlol 2ok #EaER HFEES adstd M gstw de 2o 'Y
1) FEEHE
o ghte}l ABRASFERERFEN 3 ABRASFEY FREES “ A4 #R”
“apRol FHME” ¢ AMBEE ok et EoR SERERF FUR W9
onf, &3 “ARFTY gokv ol did RSl ARRSE JiEY 2y B
A Jebde “AR - ZXA gok o BA Axe £BHHLS vIESAS
2) 2HEEH
ABRETESES] Sauet ABRASERESE Fodste A2 AEREAREES
SHHRECZEBS NS TEEKe 2REESED e SFREAE T BeXEE
e $AH B} o HEIVHS BRSO R JEpEcE
3) #HIRE
FEMEE o BEERRPHERLS 25 A Jelde b, ABEELE HBIFEEIS 1712
FRo 2 & At 53] Mg AFE, 4EN £ 2 vletAl® S FEd o
& FAARE ] E?%%“@LP BHEERA S B AFERT ol A UetyT

2.3 HHED KR EEk

oV BURSl MERRMES AfE&RES HEHECl ERo 2 aotd BENEM (factor
score) B AlAtste] oSS AfFRFH ERSHE & F° o ¥FEY RRBUES
el gHaAE B

ABASIEEECEANA SFHFEERBEM a3 e <E2>9 Zol gl
2 & Qi FEAFREY FHE, 2HE 2 HKHVE Seuel SBRASERERREAAN

A2 e 4B S FAT F U

19) Ao 2 §A5a BAle] FHE#AE (CX), BEe FREE (CY) 2 TFF 3 %9
w=mEE (C2)d Ny BEREEERT Y&

20 ) Beamish,P.W., op.cit., pp.44-47.

21) BREE (factor score) & EREBMEITF (factor score coefficient matrix)
o olgsle] Falw, BE HESH A ZRaUS e ol §xtel dHd ofd ERER

=
g Aats) F HeE AT F U
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SHEA AR A BHED R B3 BEM AR

<E2> VHHE - 20 - HIERSE S AR R

= B CXF1 CXF2 CYF1 CZF1 PARTF1 DCEF1
CXF 1 0.033 *(. 628 *().658 *().528  *0.461
CXF 2 *(). 371 0.185 0.069  =0.327
CYF 1 %0 .806 *().667  *0.570
CZF 1 0.699 = =%0.597
PARTF 1 *(.445
DECF 1

it x = PE<0.05 2 K93 AR,

g

FHEGH ] deiMe GAFA B, dA @ FF 39F T 372 AlHA B
HEE Alestd T wsts gotstgont, o5zt A ZE =4 ety ok
upat A A7) ol A wAE 4 e SEIEEM: ( multicollinearity ) & A7) $ )
STEPWISEw} LISREL (linear structural equation model) o/ #2418 AlL3)] & 4=
Ao, K RS KHEHES BRSNS &3 deslsid 528 o) oA
A HRIER A REN MEZE 4719 £ g 22 K kel iy a
B ol S detn, &3 HiRFme R BEBMEE U3 Mdy  HEts
A el WhE S el fFEel "asith

RABEIREN e JOaAE A <E 3 >3 2

3> IRABEEE IS FERRERE

BRBEFE | SAT1  SAT2 SAT3 SAT4 SAT5 SAT6 SAT7 SATS
SAT! *(.498 =*0.478 =*0.466 =*0.378 0.187 =*0.397 0.118
SAT?2 «0.778 *0.682 =0.456 x0.258 =%0.360 =0.322
SAT3 x0.644 =0.425 0.166 =0.265 0.218
SAT4 *(.453 *0.320 =0.508 =0.392
SATS5 x0.427 *0.473 =0.297
SAT6 *(0.671 =*0.433
SAT7 *(). 334
SATS

F:xE=Pgr<0.05 2 23 FEGERY,
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"REBHR

afFEEe MRS 4] g 4HY RESMEES Seus ABALIERE
Sl A2 e ABRWAT dgol SARAU
AEABERE AR UY AfERES BERERSBES REHENS 43t
Z’\_

<E 4> #Zel 29 ATk

<HE 4> FrEER e BUR B FHRRRE

mmam | FHRBB| cxr1  CXF2 CYF1  CZF1 PARTF1 DEDF1
SAT1 0.047  0.153  0.152  -0.012  0.026  -0.067
SAT2 0.010  0.048 ~0.056  -0.081  —-0.057  -0.078
SAT3 -0.009  0.039  -0.097 %-0.219  -0.118  -0.095
SAT4 0.125  0.025 -0.132  -0.113  -0.061  =-0.227
SATS -0.038  0.154  0.045  -0.115  -0.154  -0.057
SAT6 0.200  0.154  %0.304  0.187  0.174  0.091
SAT7? 0.021  0.195 %0219  0.167  *0.199  0.060
SATS $0.207  -0.027 +0.206  *0.435  0.283  0.105

it o+ = PEE<0.1 2 §2% FERRREY.

FHEER (CYF1) 2 “ vl A2 KEE (SAT6) " “ A7 3 Fladtze ot
(SATT7)" 2 “HEFHEMES T3 (SATY9) " olete HURMES 242t & (+) o H
S HoAETh

s BEER (PARTF1) 2 “A714 Fl@gtgel vy (SATT) " R " fHEREY
of & (SAT9) "o} zZh7} okof ATWAE HAFH, HHENK (DECF1) & ° fil&
BEEE (SAT3) "3 & (- ) o HHMC] FAH A

2.4 Hiawme B

1) &fEEEREART RARE - AAHERBC Mk
SalgesEE ABRASERERE Ao aERELESN BCRMe MRRtEE <
oliy] I3l AEErEke T & wet DEATERE (5 % ol 50 % viwh) [
FEHE (50 %) 2 ERPBFAHE (51 % o1 95 %K) T 371X FAERER
23lad 97 mAEMEe H4HHAE BAFCR HAANIH 1 ARE g%l B
A e <H5>F EUH
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HEA STERAE] BHN KRR 43 BREH AR

<E5> EEREL RN REREY HEE
= u 2t + = X? - 7k P~ 3

(Degree of Freedom)| (ZAAREAZL)
SAT 1 6 5.386 0.495
SAT?2 8 4.300 0.829
SAT3 8 6.015 0.646
SAT4 6 15.802 *(.045
SATS 8 9.610 $.293
SAT¢g 8 5.163 0.740
SAT7 8 5.886 0.660
SATS 8 13.376 0.100

HF:xE P01 2 F93

AERELET REHEBES D 3 X' -39 PRES “FIABEHES (SAT
4) " Adtne #Hi FEEC 3eE ¢ £ Utk wak K HEdA Fiak
hest SERECFAMS] MMy e HA3A 23 Ao Hrldn

3 GfERELEN BEHERSE ¥ Higgie] 4334 Pi<0.12 CXF
0.192, CZF1 0.219, PARTF1 0.320, DECF1 0.250. PIP( ZUAAH &8 )
-0.320, TOT( &wj& ) -0.296 T REVT(£9d9) -0.207 5 23 4ad

Al7E UEbU A 0159 HRRMEC] tigt AEE <) RV 71t

T3 fEjut I NEASFRE RS Aidle FoAEd HAHELHES
(PIP) CXF1, CZF1 ¥ DECF1 59 AFREERBHED 73 HEMCl
UEsten], BReRe] Atddle NERBE (SAT1) 2 KASEKE (SAT2) 9 #
ool o] HEHT (ANOVA) & F7tH o2 Aled A3 digsle JuE7k)
FHMBEEHRS 22t Aol7) de Aoz st

2) HERRS BRS T
Selvel ABREAGIES] ME dE §9E AR Y8 o
Hazl 19849 749 19S mIKE SHI %@]AL\VE&Qm%%
B R FHRYES ERA Y EEMERMSNS S8 vl - B4

Al HifbE}
TS o dEatFE
B

_§,_‘

3
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5 B8R

HlEHE fi#e SAUdNEE NBEASHERESHED A3 SHERPK

o WIRISEMS] 4TS vmsEE <E6>o B
<EE> LB  ARBIN:
B LR o)A 1 HELIEE o% |
o w2 A | 2Ad MR | 4 o @ A | sad MR
CYF1 :SATQ 0.381 CXF1 :SATE6 0.304
CZF1 :SATQ 0.440 CYF1 :SATS6 0.345
PARTF1 :SAT9 0.390 CZF1 +SAT3 -0.392
DECF1 :SAT4 -0.348 CZF1 - SATO 0.352
DECF1 :SAT9 0.280 PARTF1 :SATé6 0.361
DECF1 :SAT7 0.299
S P<0.12 fo3 AMENS
= HALEE olxlde HEaFREC “ A3 FF (SATY) "olzte KR
faimsl 22 4RPAE Gohygol, HAMLEE olFds avdr  “ugxea

CRER (SAT6) " “A713 Flgdt %o vt (SATT)” 9 HEBEEY
AZ Bo o A3 HhiEds Axdde] adzs BREE SARASER
BaFel lojd A Wg Hrprl el tgdgsdg e ¥+ Ut

avtel] HABEE 443 Fo&d, *Z}ﬂg TUHA G AFE, BEEEARS 2
SO 5 KEEA 2 ORRBENY JUTAE ARG Y, THAIEHE A
ghol 270 olate] AFEER P MERBES 21 ko MM &S Bo Fo
TP AH Aol 2H ARASERECFE] KERD Katke 92y, FH
BE7L el FBREHGE XM e Ao g Uepdth A3 Uz ik
B BHEERD REBED & 998 XA &1 th

RS

N

3) - A3 HREES o
oldlol M= AR ARSERE/ SHI 4] EHEMKe W8S rEEhA BT
TE AFrt 2ol B EHRKY T AFoldt ERY M (principal com-
Az Ao, ARASFERERFEA s F2F2 DA BRE
A ae) gk, AR BIES R R AR BHHM g =5

ponents analysis) &

ekl HEEEE
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SHEA ATFRES BE KR

#3 WaELH AR

3 RAREA BT BOTERS 35
gk W FF 2
w fEel il At

ol ofs) 1ok
A EBM BRESY “BAH

9 - B HMAS BHF 29 Jehd HHERERS RS AR ER
oo <y 7>3 2t

<ET> FEERBES RAIRES FHRRER (

;ﬁﬁﬁ# %ﬂﬁj
2o JiEREel o8 HopEck 1aT HHKES
AFHER 4 HEME" 59 &

ro g Mol 7tEEy e
CTWAI Y Alge AT YA

e E8 Aok

% - H3C HRH )

“ A %ol
 En e W
B @AAELY FEEHE $452 A8k A )
AT BESEES BREES S YA LS
“AB - e 59 A9
“EME, BT,

= % CXF2 PARTF 1 DECF |
SAT1 +0.642 0.031 -0.240
SAT2 +0. 642 ~0.097 ~0.070
SAT3 0.227 0.227 ~0.031
SAT4 %0.702 -0.248 -0.037
SATS5 0.502§ -0.721 -0.634
SAT6 +0.694 %-0.559 ~0.447
SAT7 *0.726 -0.487 ~0.169
SATS 0.448 -0.453 *-0.477

it xde P<0.12 593 fHIRRH.

2, BRe BT

BERgEe) 27 oo <E8>T Lol aoksld Felal B 4 Tk 5 WK
WSS ARk B8 AFTHBIREC) R 3o CZF1 : SAT3olAw 2Uxs
B WA RE BERECY YA e B F)
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AeEBHRR

<iE 8> BREES BRED
Bom| B om now | meees|ean meee] poo | S
CXF1 : SAT6 n 0.200 0.099 — %
CXF1 : SAT9 + 0.297 0.014 —
B3 1| CYF1 : SAT6 + 0.304 0.012 —
CYF1 : SATT + 0.219 0.078 — %
.| CYF1 : SATY + 0.296 0.015 — B
) CZF1 : SAT3 + -0.219 0.085 B
CZF1 : SATY + 0.435 0.002 —
23 2| PARTF 1 :SAT7 + 0.199 0.099 —
PARTF 1 : SAT9 + 0.283 0.017 —
&R 3| DECF1 :SAT4 - -0.227 0-071 - ¥
ol BHEBES Tl FelvletilEE ABEASERERF QAN EEEHE

7 OEREMY R aAE EAXe R PEAK01E HEHS AVUHA e 2o =
dol Agd He Foh

HREERES Felvtel ABRASFRESE el X2 sk, x2e RHEK
2 AMEEY SRk 58 FAFA ZARH @7 AHH R SHAAH FoEM
“FEARAEY FE 7 oA ARAFA " R AVIA] oldkEde) vt v
NEABERE F By BRRBEAN S A Jdetyth

EF ABEAEEC Seluer ABASEREMSK 2isle A9 fTHIERKY 2
b gle BaEe BH2A AFREHEA g 43 H4=, FAHRA BTG
Wi, A8 -kl - 84 59 AY, S5FeY XEER T AEAGFReRX B8F
HEe AR RHEEHA T vk oleidt REKEI RRM  AHRBINES
“Z712Q olJEUS nhed " olu “AFAHAFY TFVEH 2L HY RREEC
A ks sbd vepwth 38 ABAHELS SASEe ST A, £ES B 2
lolA B 2R S F3 FE FAELed, HEEES ESE &9 MRl
ASS o Frfp F FERE ARl olaid RF oA XFER (dominant)
F2 “FIREHER  olghe BN ERBES 2%sHA deteth
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SHRA BfER A EA KR A3 BEM R

V. & @

Ao A2 FE /R A B 1, 2R /REN A BRI LK%
&l /BFe et BER 1NV BE A" EdT web K pRe feuetilgE A
BAGTEREA o] SERE/REY REMA JB3dA} SAHcE FTE 73
stk 1 MRS aokstd O ABASHELES el gok, BARY FEHME 2
Ay BiFES] #oRel gk ASAQ) HEE T3 BEEFEAY MAGENS 75
gtony oro 2 WFELS HoRel st ABEFES FHEE S A4 zlo=
dadtt @ AESELES T2 BHdEe 2REYS T SRAFLETS HLRF
EMS TEn F71FQ odEUE vl & Ao 2 uEisth O AREIELEE
FAFE RSl BURMC 2o HRtEC]l 2Ed o, SejuetiliE¥ SEASERER
Fol M SBREFLY HEFRl XEMLFE FliGREHRA et BRNEFEY W
JREE Golzrivie H Soltk o] el &fFREhAT RERESY Mk X* -
#eel 47 FREREAS Adstie Kl g8 e Aoz U Hif
R Ret AFREAERUERS] MRFES Mol AR B3-S & + Uk 2 &
BE LAY SRERSE - HMOBRET yRdAEe /o8 MEEEC e &
Fol EFEZE ZldEch 19 ABREES IEERBHC REKEN G v

A ke Aoz Yeruth

L3 K el Aoty AfEREY RHEBHS WERmd i olslEs FxIAIYL,
olE FBEIVF RS FHEAtECl USS AAAA FEVAH BFAAM AfEREEFES] K
RHES Hs) BEREHELSAA G 22 AAEE Ags & 3o g Jddnt

A7, REEEES &) M = IA 2 A9 FEAHESS AL g&ile
s, 5 MHEEELY FIEEES AFEREREY RREECRE YRS &
BECE KEBK®S FHdlo & Folth ofgy AEREMKS ML HlAM:
RN AERS o] HAst FHEEES FARNE g §, 273 DA &FEZKE
¥ BRE FFAA F F e AEEMHEES AT Mddsicr & el

EAE REAS SERECEY RAES AT 7]Ie ¥rolDR FEHEe]
ot} TR ALY AT WYs] FAEste duisfier & etk

AR, K FRAA HEEES REMEEM 9 [t Fa=gonz S
EfEsEe] MG ZEREHEDT HEIR (shared) WA Bz #Y ( independant ) W40
2 FYPHUEE wAd9A o] dasith
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BEPRHRE

agtell ERSTEEAA ALdE HzHBEsEr AFRECRKS HARES AT Al
A S AT = 7 UTE

A ol dA sk JidisEls o] HREEZE Thds 2RBEAXEERS 6fF
BEHg A - BAANI E AERES] BR BES A 24 HHE (dyadic
question method) ol olaf Wil BIEES &A1 ndle HEN AL, BN (inward
joint venture) &} ¥4} (outward joint venture) AYEHREIHZ Ol 3 EXEH - BHAI
EEP R ERHE L SFERES] BEY R 33 Eaer WehBe He
52 5 F AUtk o2y K #HEdM dEd v Je AFRELSS BEHBHEN
FIRYE 2 HIEWRSY ARHTE FFo WHRBEEI
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&H K, “HBEEEY BAEERE (SFERE 2 BEBRERE ) O Bl e o
T R, EHEAERK EXT K, F20 &, 1983.

Fhed, “mEBIT HAGZFES WAMERETRES 23 LEWHE” LEARE &
K, 248, 1986.

BAoK, “EBRAES BIAEELETREN B3 ‘E BHy g, BERESEE 10
BAERS BRRE, 1984.

TER, “EEREEX BHEXEERE BM4ETHY KSEFTHTE, BRICEE
o CESEpE, F164% H 15, 1986.

HEF, “&HER AojA] ERigiES eER 43 HE” FEHER BB K
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A, vtolA WMER, &, HHBER, 1987.
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NBEAZEHI, 1986.
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