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1. ERIGRER 252 AR
1.1 E¥AREERS| AR &

4+ 22 2 (Industnial Organization)ol| 1 ¢ A&z A& n@3st7]o] gA 2 ¥ 7Fo] 5
T ARAHY A2 EY A7E U6 Az 2N HEHE 77 A AUA @ v F
AMAPE S ot e AL M d e FHE ol & 93 B_F dojth

PHRAE ok 7123 At WSS 0¥ 1B TS v 719
P A= LFEARA FES VI s AL, 25 7199 Ads AFTFR o3 2A €
CH Waterson, 19854 : Caves, 1977)% SCP(Structure-Conduct-Performance )##1 o] t}.

FERAEY dFE ol A udg FASE Al 24 F ofdd £H & FE
w2t {858 E FEE (structuralists) 9 TTREFEE (behavionists) 2 77 5 de=d, 7279
AAE& AT ZR7E 7199 W9 (conduct) & AA 7] W&ol Ao AaE Hrlsted o
o4 71d 3 Aol e B L EPaste] OX) A FFZR7} Aot vl X 2
FTHT Ao R Bt oy FEFH AP dFHoE MYz Hoke] =)uf 2
A AFBEOIRA T 2ol Bof 7199 AHE FAIZ HollH B2 vlF-g w1 Sk

W, TRERESS NE7IYY A7 AR TR & E ¢ A B
ol 7199 #9e FA 2% HENBE B (mediating variable) 7} o} A FF 29} 714
o] #A =& 7 A} e BAC e AT AU Aol F
Scherer(1980) 5l &3 =8¢ ol21g Halw Aol e AHdx2E
v ez 279 Ay AFEL ol T [THIEA BECIA olFolHh

3% Y5
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1.2 AR DEFOIAM 2| BREEE AR

743 e S U3 A+ = EhmE (oligopolistic markets)oll X&) 7144 2}l )
3 G BEM SR A—8e 98 S2EAded Hunt(1972) = Qo] =2 &
b (concentration) ¥l o] Ut A o] 0] B& 4 ke A& A A o] T
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A A A M T 7| g o] o)zt A3k olol et A4l ol %
t}

Hunt(1972)& FEEM & E LA (white goods industry)ofl thgh drell A, Hek2 of ¢
o AoJA Aol 2 Eh e g AzfPolet WHsta oleld Ahol AN e Fl
Zfbe] A5, FEAY H4 (vertical integration) ] BE 2 B@ER L] 2folo} 22 A7}
A QAZ FZ5d oo o 41 AFTE REFoM WP A7 AdHol =
o}, 183 o) 2] & £E b (grouping)ol 98 ZF AT AAF BE¥e] Hi8 Hrke
AL Boeq AFE Mdel BFAL 4S5 BEA AR (potential entrants)
Agstnat st Aol wet Hdsts FA47F 27
g} 723t dgsisith

Hunt7} E—EE Wl A o] AA7Idzbe] 9] ztolol £ & £ W Newman 1973,
1978)2 o] arqlol A A A1 FAsE 7199 A oW & Al 29 o kgl
A olFol e EEo B ) Wekrto] BoEn FHE £ vty FAEFA

Z HMLUEESE7 22 7198 shue My ol £ Jdom I%8A G2 A
e AP S FAIE Aotk 2deg, A g te] s AGd dEd &
B #igo Fed uet olHn] d abduiel of2f HFgo] EAET] AT TEEUL
7} 7199 ARG R ET 24 B vl A gEtel dtke Fojr. 1y ol
g2 9954 g E A7 Aol 7hEsite A e obrE Wik 2AE 7H
#| 23 tH McGee and Thomas, 1986).

¥ 2 Hunt$} Newman® @77} ¢A) o] Fo]hA vt Ay Ao &g 08 AL
Porter®] d#@ ol A7 5o Y& vl Atk Porter(1974)= 42709 HEHEFH S S
g Aol A 7YY Aol & nrt A3 EAEY) 5te, g A Fo R )ELHE
(retail channels)® E730] 2n]# 89 ZAAQ E4& Jetd Foh= HoA, BEXS
B B (convenience outlets) 9 FEFEITH (non-convenience outlets) & W+ th. 221
AT S BER T A= 93 2RsAed, 97234 B A9 B4 7143
o (Fan) 2 )9 olr} Ao AL FAPozA e o] HtHE AL
2 Jebytth ey o3 Azbe v oA Aol A yehA] F3ih

Porters] R A 77t 449 A3t £H& F31 I v o] 59 A7 (Porter, 1979)
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71949 Aol RS GFAt EEEEV Ao gt 719 FAdd Folg 3
& VA€ 7S ot st HEA wet N1 ES RE L FE (leader) 3 BIELFE
(follower) 2.2 W31, S AZH oz fES] +AHE dAste 2UAE0] ME OES
B A

1 3 P2 EDEEE (mobility barrier) ] A& B3 A ME S FA A=
(Caves and Porter, 1977 ; Porter, 1979) =<} d ol ol A ERgHEERIN xFo|7F lohd <4
o] & Mo oty G EC] FYAH0l 2 dET &3l VB dE 2
(imitation) 3t 2L & A& o 4 4= A=, g 2AFulol] o] F g o] EA 317 wWFel o]
23 g Wi A9 Aoz kv o] FE M (heterogeneity) ol FAE = Aol
38 Porters B2 IS oz g A9 AF 5, HER HilEd 2 Ay
o BF7F A2t e, 2oz olf@d MEH ERE B2 AHE R
st A7t WAL A= FAHol7IE s, 53] 7 E Ao ko] ojFA gETt
g A AR A4S Al F8 52 X5t H Mascarenhas and Aaker, 1989).

Caves and Porter(1977)+= & At A = 2t u%(subgroup)oﬂ mEt AYPzde] &
AT FASEA, A5 oulo) EARES olF A S3 JHZ E 5 A

AN
o2 A4gY oL BEEE Mige s dvtstd 4 T st 282 o] FAH

Z NE71gL Y FAY Saztde] B4 2 HFH Fagol YA olF g &
4 qtkeE Aotk what AW 3 F el whet 2 A A v2n ol gAY
S uE 4 Je FEs gar) w i 24 JHE2 d357E ) (market power) & 2 2HA]
o I A% doe @A 2ve Aolth

L ES 2% B Porter(1979) ¢} Caves and Porter(1977) & H a9 N'd& o544
7 AANA I HEH B NEEAAT L )EES HAZ AFH I A
At A AU, AFH A7} o] R Ao = 2 FA 7} vl ekt

Caves and Pugel(1980)& 7370 9] A x24& oz 3t EEAS REKS T st7]
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A5ked Portersh PH7FA 2 w12} # B2 0@, ARAZE, olFo] 08 AP T A
S0l o3 7199 A B9 E AT AATFR) We} /PSS FREAYG. AT
3 Be AGolA el Z1dB el Aol 7k BAHdeH, 4YTRI} A1) HFdd g

A kst vpRAAA 2 71l o] WY &, HeEho] AP JEAL wjH T AL wAS
At

ZY ATEo] BBEHE AN % (strategic group membership) 9] M3} H 2] o) thaf o] &2
A =g st qe ge

FAIRE Oster(1982) &= Ak o] Wistel s N Foz BEHEMN 2
< Wt JUE 19709 AN E g o g vjEd ¥ Fan
2 o] BEREE B #1bs g o2 EEVF sy o) xR
AT 22y Aekge] wE o 9] Zolo diE N E Y A
ojstale ARk o 2 AAAQ Aolg PFakA) Eh w3 o] AFE AT @
HEZHo e shte] W o8 R Athe W Mol HE AL uF F
= ¥ A A g &l vlH-g At Cool, 1985).
19 B2 7FE 52 Hergert(1983)ell 98] 4= 2oz AxHAE 2
o] F8 ATEH L Ao £ililincidence) & RS L, AT HEA 4TS A=
goll th & v 3} Hefgo] 4l o] Aol ulx & &S FFsle Aol
ATk 5070 Ao A 2,45070 o) EeRE) FETME Yo o] FuPF e, ATy 7
&, ALATE, B B, ANFEFE 2 5o Hro) s BHe HekFo)
EA S FHET P (cluster analysis)oll 8] 1753l Aol 23 o] B4 A HEA T} )
Aoz 922 F USS Bk 53, HEN BHY 27), HEE S84, 55 ag
2 WRFELS 9AV Ak A S 88 s Aoz et
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Atk ol Al A o] FAE AF37] Al e FHKE (level of analysis)
Aol obd BEEFE FKUE(strategic group-level )] Eoof 32 st o),

A, B2 A8 AT NI & SUsHA olokr| st ut 1o Wi d #EH TH
{operational definition)& AT2HE 7hol] B& 2}o] S Holm glon Mekze] Fuo AL
FHFES AAE ol frol alM e DR EY AT E0] =eFQ AL AA|sHA] g1
AT o) ¥R e Ay o] #4 uiere] grinso] e
2ok, APRAENM Y AT ATEL A g A

e o2 AAE ZoFo] ot ol Bk QA WHo g ASE L A3 B
g 7H AAEEE WdE I A 23 Aot Cool, 1985).

A, o] Foke] AFEo lolA & e fAbH S A Tte]l B4 o) ol Hekr
Mg o] A2 el gtatr] Sste] B ol &5} A1 ul & (market power) o] & 7lE & o] &
ok FUAEAES AFAME S AT AL BEJEEES o] (height)o]Z g A) =]
w2 A 7| o] obd Hekio] BAH 73 (group-specific concept)©ol gt A8t}

5, AL o] T8 Y Eo)vt th2w, olof wal A FR|uje o] Al 7} A G L
M tel] kel Zol 7k vrehte Aolth Caves, 1984). AAwjelo] deFiol wat @
ghrithe FA2 AUl A ol 538 & Eo]7] 93 HE%E (joint investment)t 7 A
S A8 A K& (collusion) o] EA T AL dudch, 28 ng Azt T
FAE] FA ol 2] W o] Aaatelr} ATt Ax Bee BAoloh

PAbolM =& 7P 52 AR A& Zoboll o) ek Aol F3 F- 0% gk 24
72 AGTL KRER EAEA T& 3 AT JYES JxNE U At
E HEhh Ao sl E dFH 02 A7 HA dgton, AFHQ 2L 3 A79] A
o AT LT AHE BolA M (Porter, 1979) FEA Q] ko] (Oster, 1982) 3o
HAHAY. wheb EEEBG AESS B AE Mde] 3 “Ahg ol w4y
FaeAe AYA” 2L “gd e AHE 7R 987k g2 AAETe JERE A
AA ol gt &g 7ol Basich F AFFAG L Ao A mo) A A A=
A A7Eo] Basirn
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2. BESEE 282 MR
2.1 BEEAEE Dl RSt BiEsRY %Rl 48

NG A Y g3 wste i 289 A, Esta dvjgtol 79 a7 =
2 9] 55 & (match) 171t} (Schendel and Hofer, 1979)= &nlol Al A€ M ekl
< Bgy ] MR £ s, 9 Hakste B4 dsta Azt Hol v
23E AAA 2 Bk BIER, ATEAY B2 (Bourgeois [, 1984)0] 2k Q14 stol} 3}
Lho] shEFobZ A o] BEEFEEER( Strategic Management)©] 53] A st il

BEgI Tl M = PR TS EA7E 53] Fadhd o7 s Hekd ol lojr B
BEEF BA7ES] (TS Lotr 7] fjstad W84, AW A HIHe FHOZ Ags=
=2

BN B 53 Process approach )& 23 o Abd A o] Yol A o] Fo A = Ao
5 A2 2 Huff and Reger(1987)% o] Foke] A& BERE aBf2e] sk 159}
EEITEE g A2 Wird T ol & AT E AT el Aol digh 7ol ahet A
ted A 97k o] A FobR e ol
Y AR £ 753 (Content approch )2 A 2 8w A ake) ) 219l W8 214 of

Fe adTHe R At AN R dA e AT (Rumelt, 1974
Montgomrey, 1979 ; Kim, Hwang, and Burgers, 1989 %), AR BEE (generic strategv)oﬂ
th & A7 (Porter, 1980 : Galbraith and Schendel, 1983 : Kotha and Orme, 1989 51, %1 2ke]
ARy RS ol gk A+ (Hofer, 1975 ; Ginsberg and Venkatraman, 1985; 71 3ull, 1986 %)
g Ao of ¢ 582G A 7 (Hambrick, 1983 ; Miller and Friesen, 1984 : Kim & Lim,
1989 5) §°] 212, Fahey and Christensen(1986)2 W82 2ol 2l A2 A
el g-ofl st AL AA ] FH o whet AA HE, &iEl(scope), HFEHE i A<
AFREOoZ P rRRon, ofF dekd A A ik A7 & 22 XFHA
71z

A 2 BEREE Pt e W88 HISHE e @A o)Fo 4 g Jejv A A
Zh Rt A WEA F2 E e oA A Folopt sk AL obUrth &, oW Ay
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o 719& AR = sk A E AR A olY A e WEE U 7= EE
#2 (organizational process)®ll st A+ B Ao & Folr}. spAt dgy A7
o ZEA AHEE 2 HEH s #d o] o n s

2 BRSIEE DIFOIM | BiERE IR

b}
Hatten(1974) & BEEEF S W22 3t FARE A &g AEste hFifo] SA =4
RN

2 FAFE 94 B4 (performance relationship) & 7= 7] Toll
20
9

Sel 248 & Aoty AAs L £ HHEES 1PN Fr2 Aebstac 2
= adzd el 27] 9

A 75 (Hunt, 1972; Newman, 1973 ; Porter, 1974)0] 7% o] obd 7]
W Zo 7197 ol HAAE AFEA ¥ HE AAHFHA AL A
Toll os) dzAHe e 7IPdES AxS vpAD T2 e FiES Blrol s B A
L A, AR L oAY PG ANFFZHR(FFE, A2) i AFng e
F Aol v X = IS A7t 77He] Aol ojA e oA
BAZE A M9 Fel A e dEatgE S dFstden, B8 o3 NP ES
A A} A7) ZEC et E E2 ¥R dethe AL SHTEN BEEE Bk
F/EE (strategic group membership) 9] +873& &3ttt

Schendel and Patton(1978)-& Hatten(1974) ¢} A+ E 3431 HAMBZE(ROE) A4

Ahed ANEEHS SN e Fokshe FRAIY V1A E Dol IR 8
£9e AT, 7199 FRs A H Hol whet AN HFT oz BRI 2

Akl whet 71g g AdFE L A Alole] AAVL ES AF TR AdFE
el AFE AFrIdel A FE3ted "aeE LFIFEE A

Purdue #7520l 2ol H&= 99 F A7+ F2 Porterst 18] A S 93f o] Fo
X 9% 9] Harvard fFZ09h= #Eglo] A o2 o|FojArh HIE A AR EC] TL4
AU N1 o) AL A AFFI YA A9 ele 4Fs =2tk Harvard Q<
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A thdel viS T3 Aol Aol AR At

g B 2HE 5o AFHITEE EEfelvh. KE Purdue 979 ¥ 2488 7

A el gk Bl slow HAATE T3 WY gaarikel vieg T ddrh
Hatten and Schendel(1977)3} Hatten, Schendel, and Cooper(1978) % 3+ AFHW o2 &

Fr o] EAlo & 4t 9] o] A A A1 A3 . Hatten and Schendel(1977)& Al o]
Aol BAE W Fof AdFEoAe] EHLE /70 2 AW FRAHQ AT
(dekd)o] EXe £2HS Eo 84 2ul2 ARBE A8 vty 345t 719 & Ak

o2 FF3ted AAM BHESTOl §-88 HEth) HiELE A XA

Hatten, Schendel and Cooper(1978)< k4ol 1ol M o] BrRgHEA-S 7 dha}=v)
o} A ¢ Purdue FARES A BAstATh & 71437t d&n 879 d5etn

e HolMe FUAT 4 -5 A ES AR [ Ao A7
F71t L A A S bR, FuAFE, FATA AR N7 = o). o]
% o]d 9 Purdue A% EY] 272 AAHFIL 2lom o] AFARE AN E] 78
dE A5HA dFo2 ARk F, AN dold Adg v VIPdES B
A& 98k Aol g Wi ()& Haljof dhrte Aotk g EFEKEEN A o]

TR ARE FAEAH 02 K AL etdrte & A RS
Harrigan(1980)2 71 &) BXBERY) 74t (strategic posture)oll ¥FEHS 31 A Porter(1980) ¢
BRBE B 7~ 7% (strategic mapping approach)ol &3] HWeF & FH G 7709 plpEEZE
A Aol & AdTxY 5443 719 WEEA 2 BullRE (exit decisions) 2] 4
G2 JAE FHsHAT 2de OF A d7e BATTFEA FHEAY LS A
AMeg Mg d7(Harrigan, 198594 AT ES FUAGNN A Thtdt o
AAsE 7IdEcletn Aosta g Ay uA o] g Agdreg AL 5 A
w ol AEFrtele 1 HAEKFEC SAFTL stdth o] AT AEH S Porter
o] ol ¥tE-E 5 AAT, Ak gtel A5 e]EAE 7HEEa lvke Aol A Porterd)

FolHoE Aozt & £ U

Pl Y &Edte A5 2 EE 422 ¥ Ramsler(1982)9] AT+ oleidt 9523
ol A} 742 dekro]l EAstEA, el Z42o Hebd FAVIGEC] FAME HEAB
ot AF/ A A8, 4=, 2 A A
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o g} HRAEAE §F A 6709 dekrto] 2 H oM il o) bk E1t
BEM ERE P3S4t o] 7% Y AT ot 7IdES A 19
S AR TE RS AT HellM 2 2ot X McGee & Thomas, 1986), —#2 =
Foll oa EAsHThe HA, HRoThy Bk D=3 de e AojE dFsked —
U ikt i) & A8k Hell A 2 @A7E 9 Cool, 1985).

Haves, Spence and Marks(1983)= A 284 & g o2 ato 2o di g AbA 2
M3 AT E EWE B2 US55 A, 289 Ay EA43 a8 a3k 54
B = w224 logit analysisell 238l 4719 Ae&kS &89 2™ Howell and
Frazier(1983) = Aol tigh H o7t fAE 71982 5 Aok Sote Aoz A3t
I Abell(1980) & FEEFEFHET 3 (business definition approach)oll 3l S oA Y e, 17
83 2 7]eo] A 2908 et A4 (group membership) & A st ARR st =, At
o] BAg T3l 7iE ool AAAR AolE UEh & F 2ol o] A4 Heprt
oz BRaeh A4, Al wE FA o] Zol= yrhtA] kA g, d ekl
wz} 2o g v AE ety dAV &S EdsT

33, Ryans and Wittink (1982) 2 Baird and Sudharshan(1983)-2 &k &

ol A ol e AFEI = ol T2 At WS AHESTh &, o E AT &ste
7| A EL % (risk taking) 9] H=7F thE Zlolgke 7HE sl A A4 &9 B o
g} A FHESAL F A7 R EETEEE EAEERZHIERE(Capital Asset
Pricing Model)oll 3] BA#5/EHE (financial risk) &2 stelst A A 1 §i& = IERERAT &
(residual)oll, #E& & BRAY G (beta)oll @ek A FHFATHE FellA 2ol 7} 9l
o 28y F dTe e wet s AT gEvE 7S HESHA 6k
wj F-of] o]E9] Hekw EHIH-E Aol 2o Ut

Hawes and Crittenden(1984)-2 Axvfabgjoll Ao} M ekel] th st REE 7H¢3t7] 91 vie
oz BEEAG, vlolA Y B Al u) 2 (retailing mix) 9] Al d & A& sl vho} A E
of B 670 MFES =ESA old & 4fe] WHTE A 1 o Ao}
& Auabe] o) B Eag] o3t HE (taxonomy) S NS Aoz Hrpstdoh ey A
ghrol] WE Anpatelw st A (T4 4 derIde) & Adstne ASHA &)

B

tlo
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Dess and Davis(1984)& A Fate] F40] K{FH) Bilge] HMeld s 2 Atn F3s)
AA AR BEgS ATl del 2831, Porter?t A A S Mekd 2k oF7te) 4=

7teted &9 2170 vlol AR RAMFEo] EUA HAFS FAHs = AEE UG Hek
T F2E ¥3)7] sty EHEE ({actor score) & ENE +H S 3 A Porter7}

AAJNAL 7o Ak A750] AHFE "ddE A (realized strategy)&i z}otst
of g, o] A7+ ‘olxd M (intended strategy)ol FH & Ftie Hojuh
ol A9 RE O 2AM AA, F&E ZHs= UolA TS HFES xTAZ oY

AHAETIS} A RS A S F&5te W9 o) H 5t (adequacy) & A THE H,
A, AETiaae HEed AolMe] Y84 E & 4 vk W o] Ao [REEAE A
A, A3 A" A o) dFE e AU
dAZ e ol A7 XHAQ AFo] 2
g e 2L st FEfact) B FRTE A, *ﬂ’%ﬂ, THEA o) veht e B
£ #E 459 FX(data structure) 9HE A #310] Porter®] 292 A2k 4=(374)o &
FHI Y= ASE & F Utk
Primeaux(1985) = d#Fw7ld & EXSaAS A2 A2 d e A 2 53]
1w 3 2 BE VI Eolv AT Ee] BE 52U AJFHFIIA] G QA=
< Flojgbe Holl Atst Porter® 8% (leader)/5BHE % (follower) 7N d ol whe} Heky
& ERIHET. 2 HETRERA J FEESaE LY RS 72513 Porterd) vl &Y
b2 30% (A=A, T2 70% (5570 &8 275 MEate] 20%, 30%, 50% 9] ¥l ol
et A7Re MekF oz vhro] A AHAdE ddes 47 7Hd & A sk
O A A et A Fre GV tgel | 7hg o]
APAT B AAPEE AT = 5 Ade AE BT Aot it 7}l 9]
BIEHE 7 EES Porterd] ER7TH A vlwstd el HFddoM s 19 diol &
B Aol A Porter®] R0l ¢4 Ao g =iyt ol AT L BiFshed
RoiA Bt Bbrg Fgol 2 23-E Al7Iska e Aelth

Hatten and Hatten(1985)& wholAl Y W24 #a, AAHF2 A AR FEE F7138t
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ZAEE BT oeA v Fxddd i 71€9 Pudue A 7ES Bt =,
L AR 71EY ERdke RS MY ko]l e EHde, R AR
&3} Fold bl =& AHBAIE dFol WHHT. o] A AT £/ ATAE
o] BiEolu pir el wtet @ebd g glow dErrolwt g o] A ddeletr] ot
= Ao HeE A3 AYS Al FE Aol

Cool(1985)2 W] = o] BUZEAEZES 4o 2 il ool o8l Akt A ahekol A,
d o9eS Nt 2e Ao HE 7]

[

3ol ARes L AFT ool B
A5 Nde] BYSY 24 Golo) Yol ge A Hslu Hekol e M1 [THh

A mHefoF ghrba stk olel g W etel A HeFE = H K (business scope
commitments ) ¥} &FEN 8 (resource deployment) 9] 5 FHO. 2 o] F 1570 9] ¥ o 9
3 Aeke HFstn ER A o) AEFFSE EFSIAT H AAHSE wj & o]
G AFHAEY FUHAE "Heto o] E A3, 9, HEE 1Y 7} (risk-adjusted
performance) ] Al FHOo 2 STz AL BHFAHE Fole AFE 718HA
=3

o] Ao FFE FFREL v Zoh A, 20d S W7oz UrAS W A 4~6
M) Ak Eo] EEFA e A o2 BEEEE #3E (strategic group structure) & A1
g0 upel F3s Wit X, 4749 dgTLES ME Fold BAH e Hol
Ak AYE WA Ao E AR fAEIR o AvkE o g Ejb(differentiation ) Bil#E -2
Abgete A o] #Erh{t(focus) A& ALE-3tE Mk Boh A&7} 4 vetwtth
AR, E3] 5 AT ENNE Aol lojx] e zbolzb AU A, §F34 dF
13 da Aol ot a2t
Ao ey o FEPES AFHog B3 o] A7 53] Ak Aratold
& BEERE D AR ANd e RANS HEEA ol F

Ao BAsHon, o g Aoxtole BT A 23t o FLEE LY EN
Aol Anatol g FrHsted oA olEdH e 3
<8 Ao 7Y E tillx 34 Hke] z3tol whet A @AHE RUYeEH
712 ASFTATEL Bosty ¢ AFHFS AN ke HellM 1 BE7T
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22 MEBHE

o} K@, ©) A7 Age WAy dgee Wl Aot 24 ForM, 253 B
th 208 949 AT o]FY Aol e FEIA & Aol 2 R} A
Cool and Schendel (1988} Cool(1985)2] AT+& A 9j3tiE tF-2e AT A4
A [E— BEEEEN 19T Aol #Estded, 9 Akl M gy
el AP e] Aol (AakE A P ] Aol gl whet Aitate] T AR E o] B2 R
AAEI, A Bk B4 nheh St

_{[:
1S e BEEEET V1YY Ao RAes AZAH 9o Aol g ol s R
A

= :
o ), BEREA V1A E 8, 719y A e T mEfsael e 1 &
#7} A48 F o AAstn AT ool oigh dFE G AL F e VIdn
ol EdogA g Aold, 7Rl Zo], AFgAst o] 4 Ml H g 1
Ath

T3 Porter(1979) 7} o] 2& 2.2 A AR E0) 71 EA 2o = FiHEF (market factors )&
DEH3H o] T A o] Adule] Y AHFHS Bl HY 5 ke FRo) 1A ske] Ak

Z[:
el 71 S 3bell Agabatolel] chdt 2B iz A, HHE Ao} A9 AbR7re] Hah:

(fitness), F&AF L T2l th3 wA e o) zto], Wekd Exlo) ubes= A1) 50 A7}
o] ztol & A MBI $H7 o] F 8 FAEHE moderating variable) 2 #4388 wrad o}
71E9] B2 A5l A wFe A o] o)z Wb McNamee and McHugh(1980) & <

=9 RAYES ez Aekrte] Y AT E St 25L ojw HAekao] &3l v
ol Hole 548 Baxt #5559 42 o, aseg Aekr e Aok} 2z vl
G5 T s oo gtk ThAR A Fabsta Qo

FT FEolM &AL BRABA S s FE SR EEBEFEPBE(Group
Competitive Intensity Map ; GCIM) & 1%t3te A&t + 22 o 25le GCIMES =
F3t3 oo mpet HeEAT g BRI Adol o] FYAAE o ety st on 7 Heky
ol M Yehbe Jate] Afolol] os YA EE AFstPch wakA dekn 122 vehy

i

)

[¢]

= %0] Mool ek B GCIMel 281 a 4 Qor o)2% W GCIMo] meld o)
of W22 7\l ol BEAH (TR TS BB WA} Aseteha s o) WMee) A

of whep WFEe] 41 TA7ISI0] BehHke AL nel T Ao,
o] A oW 71909l AW A FX 7 BRI B AT gom, 1

—

pos
rle
@
s
o
Ot
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stAEd, ol ZAH Foldel o AL X2 Utk 7 2A 3}
AAA 7 W F deste] vlghe] g RV Atk sk EE GCIMe uhet o 2l 7HA] MR
g BagiE Sl UEte e HEFHA A mFo| o] FolX A Ygtyl MR 5}
o] dea AgzAe) Aol Ao lrka sAloh

Mascarenhas(1989) & B FiliEASEES A4 o 2 HnY Sl o8] HAzkro) B
8y #{t(dynamics) & TR T FFEA el NS SEE EYe AHowrM A
g o] AlZhe] 3 Eol whet B AR E AFE 4+ UL AT A7 ARE o
oAlA W, F7HE  dom ofd A#g Es Ye AAEY AES SaiM T
e oA 7EA] HENE 4 F dvke A& AHsta U

Aol Fed Mts £43817] flete] (L")l A B npehgo] 3 Akl )
Hol deFg utEy doju= AstE Ha 24 9 ¥ 3} (change in group strategy), X
T 747194 ¢ ¥ 3k change in group membershlp), A 28 Ak 2 A (change in num-
ber of groups) ¥ &2 A 7FX] A2 MEsty, o2 sty Yelde dye 1 Ay
e 714 &4 Aol ol2j 3t Mt E FFa ko] o F Y WalE Hedo] g Ao
Akt FAFgE7b] weh EebRitkar sk

ol A& (2¥ Dol veht e A7kA HstE, Al e A& A By e By ©
23 AibsE o) vistel Ated o] 4 xehe F IRE o8 TR Ao ZEr, &
R, FEAIS QA A BATo 2 o) mE ek deke) WaAE, 1 9w
R 7ol ok Mebre] A 2 £29S B4tk ¢ Agdue] Fe A% 3
Ao o)A E 5AE AFAdY v, 71ed 59, 97 A4, £33 59, 0}

3&
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214 BEBHE

Qg n KRR Lol MI7HR] KRB RR(R

A | BEZR BE5e

ik
ol BBEEE o memgEE o BRBREE PR
MRS BBEE L gzﬂ%jkmﬁﬁA {group membership )
FAHR S o B

oo peate | SR
BT ohe 4% Bt

& ¥} | Mascarenhas, B., “Strategic Group Dynamics”, Academy of Management Joumal, Vol. 32, No.2, 1989, p.
334.

A2 Cool and Schendel(1987)9) QA9 wp g2 Agkyte) P2 A717HES <
AR oz velyon Hdepre Wk 471k 5710 slojA s o) wsle) E B
dol A& Aoz Jeh) {HEIE (organigational adaptation) 2] #7348 A A&} v}, =
AT TAA7IHY Wk AE 7 2 veidon 2e AT g BEETER
2 EBEAFA S A A $ 73 A (intra- and intergroup competition)oll ¥ 222 2347 Y3
2 el BEgHY 32 (strategic choice)2] FHE A Al XA & ot}

ol A7 FH F2HL Y AAT o] AF 4 A= ] E R (Environmental
Determinism) & WE & W53 kB (Contingency theory) Z+ BiBEHT EiE o] # 3 o)
A3 =AY et Hdo] ol MR HTEM] AA S oJ2FH o7 AN H29
& 7= (Hrebniak and Joyce, 1985 : Bourgeois [, 1984 ; Miller, 1987, 1988)-& H.t} 3| &

PN
{o
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AN G&AM dFHez YFUTe HA 2 o7t vk Bofzch

Mascarenhas and Aaker(1989) = A #& A43H= o UojA o] 2 ulelo] Z o5 o]
UFE A Fsta, oldig Bkl o 2 MEHERE] s do] TAste AekF e FHsts W
He FHsL AFA Aol oa T eRAd e iy,

e BEEEES] 5V ol Tl o8] mEE ook sl o2 A, olFguHo] Heky

Z ghe A, A ES 4 ATy viE e Aol AT

23 2p2bat 7] & (skills) ol sl BBEI) FIES st slolA &
g I dekao] o)l e d S XA Ferhd o133 AEgE AdS 234
et Al AT AF f8490] 47 .

et o] Ao AT S T APNAA BEEEE] o8] e AdHE FREE 7]
dEQ FEoz Aostal o] s A g g Jdo| A A5 AY TS s} of
& A4k 7e(skills) o FrHA 2 gerdtt, KE 7199 #9, & A2 1 Alol of
P, G 2E 5 A7 WEFo ol Ay L AAE onlEy] B 238 A
U (resources) & 9 Pldte Aoz, Ao £/ AojA &3] AlgHE= d2F 1 2A)
Bope ol gAYl Nd A 2HE FAG olEl g niekstol A, AFH A7) o) Ak
o] LEM (stability) & B o224 o] 548 M S o] &3t Ay B/ UYL U5

ol

Haho] BASEEE W FHE S R (return on drilling
assets)oll &3 A3 Y=, Akt el =249 AoiA {F-9A Fol7} 9l2S whh
* ol 231y FYAo] Fe Aoz e, ol
T E(+)9 #AZ At 71 3 A5 (Bain, 1965 . Stigler,
1963 © Oster, 1982) ¥} wj 2] 5] &= Zo|v] o] AW 3} 9] AA 7} Fel wet g &
UAS S AABHE Aoz BER 5El Mo HZ9 A (Baley and Williams, 1988)9} 2
A7t AR sk Aolth
o] At el A BkEEEEfAC R EEET Ve ue SR dA oz A At st
, M2 T2 g0 (FulkfEse o 2 2H8), olgduiel Al 821g B HEwe +
ALt g 85 g8 FEFE P=vh= Cool and Schendel (1987} 2]
Aoz sty on, Aag FHdte Mg Ao SlojA @&d] 7143
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A8 Geh e el A u)sta, o] $ 4 S wedslFE AT /1% (skills)ol 2| o)
deEe BEFo2A UFT A7) o2 EUE ANST 1 H84E 45402 5

3 EEEIEE HFFOIAM S| BmERTol CHSE 3% MRSl Hd & 7P

>
®
\‘N
rﬁ
N

Forol Mo ek AT ES A2 SCP #Ale] AT e v, dek

© AT AT #iFEE| =l W2k (paradigm)o] §ix A Fojch o]

ATE A= B 20 FAlstn g of fopelA] dnt
Zglom 3 Hefye] @3 Az AR ok A3 e
H] %

o Hool A Nz Aol @ e

1

o
of
e
o
e
=2
>

i
(o]

ed JZi
HU

(research context)&tell A A-F7F pE A o 2 o] o Hthedl IR Cool, 1985).

Oy AFES B2 Aol ME Esta BF HLEL] vk

A, Az i 750 AP ol g Aol ohe} 7IdEe] Mk )9}
A eka F 2 Mg (strategic positioning)oll Tl sk B} 218 ol 2 Qs A o] Fo] Mol H
olth, A, BFENKES] ol AT Byt dgane Be¥ 4 ¢le M o
gl dai M 229 €2 A+ (Mascarenhas and Aaker, 1989 © Cool, 1985)% Al £} 5}
e AY AAAYD A7t o] FolAA] gkt AA, HYEARJ] S| QlojA 7)Y B
AE FAGE = By B2 #AE 1o AT S AHEte o oM HE 5
Pr(bivariate analysis) Bt EA o] B2 %88 547 (multivariate analysis) & 283}
A= Aol th( Hatten and Haten, 1987).

%Sﬁ

3. RREHO| M2 FRRERY HAZE

Sl o] el oiE AE s0d Tl WFeke} o] Fol A7) A A on S8 Pk
Mg =g e e Doluh, et dek el oja) Fwo) A7 DI 2
omM #3H FRo| N ARG AR HE AL Fozel Aol WHE 98 o)
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3.1 £X35(1986)2] A%

o] A= F= AR S o2 e M-S wEete] B, AlEE ER
2 HEilrEH S 22 MK ERE] defdol the} ol w & 4334 #4 (contingent
relationships) 7} 9l 7HE B4 8T
Hegag 28 e o dolA By HEES AMgstded, 5 Aokt s ¢
o gt T4 EdZ &t AT AR =2XH VYA ERSG Vs 5 Y
(technological capability)®] 5 2t & d&st 7[fr el K, /1 7e5d9 &, K
upet 470 o] AT S =&ALt 97bA o M A Eo] 247 ey
o gt zlol 7t A&-S ) mE Tt twoway ANOVA) S B3] 55 olegh Ak
HEES A nestr] fete ERathe 24 £ &EAB5 Hr(multiple discriminant
of Zpzhe] Mgk Eo] duHA HES B BEZS A&t dd= A
S By on, A uet 4ot 2ol 7t S-S AFSAU
o] Atz HeEkit o &l slolM FHiil EXAEE S5t A Yoz AT S
Lia= ZE}AThE HollA A7 FHo] vnjd g7 FP M= §ET
Frygolrh zEluh, =9 NG S kvl FATIYHe R FAAEHY e o
ol 7l d e g A, 7R 7ls3 sdo UolM TR B

(variability )& X317 915t] Bk EAMHIE (stratified sampling)oll ]3] E2-& FZ3}

g

Qor ZE| % al7lo] Boate], o714 Uehd AFEEe] R AMNHY AR
S¢ dESR o] talA: o Bol METh 53, WeF Y EAIL Fi3] o] Fo]
A7) orgkthe, BREE oA 4] ZAbe] o) E2E HFFHol BA o] Fol 7] YR

off mEMC] MESB 7heAol UM ek 22 o] LFIFEAAES AT S gk

FEWO988)2 AR

gh=ro] FE Abqdoll U3 HHEQ LS Tl A FEENEEE (business strategy ), BIE



78 BB WK

45 (resource capability), S 2 AFMR T F2AAE Arqd 3H7 o) Wiste| whe}
a0 g ZAAL It A2 ol E FHe T o] AT HkHE(1986)9 Pt
A7 2 A o] o8 AFENGL BN F e uek RFER EEL
7 2 e reEsd s 7l
JdEe Az e dzd gy s el 4o nu VEsdE 2HAde] deel v
A 9 5hA] 9 HYEAES (Kim and Lee, 1987)2 A 913k 31 A EERE )2 FafffHie
= Waz st ol &, (Ko o) 471 Hekror 2FIA
=< 23| EES T (factor analysis)ol 23] A& S =
my ASAUES Bz PHEN g8 1dES SR wet ERTL
= ] AT HiEIQ) Ere 229 1981 —1983 7 1984 —1986
2 o] BME G AurE o g A uel A debd g g5t
wet "errs Auiele] AV detd e nye g Akt 714 et
o) #A 7} A Aol whah M3thE Ag B F3 3l

oft
o
2
2
R

mol ol g, AT Yol A& HAgE wat At ga2A veises F 7kl
o] A AeFrel o] 5L B k0% 7 w2 AL o olFstgon vE dFL Lz o]
E5 7| 2 2 46% 7} MR B YA TE BT EEEBIIT O o5

A BNe 23 A7) 4 lincidences) D B & (shifts) o] 23] FBHEE o] Fof

G AL ua Tlon, FAHRE g AFrel ool 4UFY Y 2Tz W

Bl 2 o]Fo] 9FL nAE 2250 NE FHE A8 THA B2 A AN

S gon ol e AAPIELS BAl0) HF HFE AT PFE AN ST 2l Aolnh



Az A7 MBA 1% 279

et o] AFE AU WA F A0 o} BAGo RN 22 A ofuld]A o]
F9d A7en wo)E P50, oo wel A 7T AREE AusarlelE 42
Alofo] Wt o2 wol A Aol TP} AeFEe) o)A T 1 A Sl
A7 A B4 Slsh A moh AL A Broevt Dastele 4ztad.,

3.3 Kim and Lim(1989)2| %

st Ak 2 AR dAl W o] A+ ¢ AW ME ARG G FRASH
v 37 (perceived environment)-& 71 ol wet b2 k= S ¥e] a1, o] wretb g Ay
AME oejsfe] Hekro]l EAE 7 UAFE AUt TELS B2 A Fe AFE0] 7
ol ERete ol AolA §AHE 715 (narow criteria) & AH&SEAL & TR E] W
=5 1 g A Ak Feko] AN FY LEMS AT ¢ U A
FNE, Az, vtotAY 5o BHHEP 1549 depdrE ERGHT o3 49 Atde=w
ZoFatal ol B gk 47 9] Abdo] dla] MBS AREEt 0] At S EE&sile,
T o) s A E 19 2ol E 587, Duncan muitiple range test 2 % EF 555 #r

ol

hA's
tlo
o)
u

7t dekgo] mE Jobe b A EFE (stuck in the middle) & A 93t = A Thel] Qlof

M dE 3ol E B 4 glon AbE-ste BREEC et Ao BRIV et S

B dud ole A Ao Ao lojA] shte] X o] Apgof ojgh A ate] Ut
OE2F LF7FeAE Ak e Aoz e ¢ sl

A 2 df = 288 Hififhy BYREME (technical dynamism) % %2 #5 1 (bargaining

power) 9] Aol wal 79 4709 BRIEH (environmental settings)oll ©he} A #7} 2po] 7t

h7 o] Be Ay sholl A mhetdd ), Aol digk dgHol B

etk oleig Avbe Aol wet Al geixlve g2 A A

i)
2 d
ir
o =l

= T s e Aoz A ATl JojAM AAE BHEA G o A HMFES
2% B2 FAEQ AFEe] et FE HAez AAE e 2R S 5 A
=1

o] A7 7¥ERY BEITH: (taxonomic approach) ] F8-4S B3 T2 oy 53] w3 E
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1% Al 7H fiaHEE S B9
7 FUomA AFHYRA Wol A Alsbst w7} Ao,
Jeiuho] e AT £l HekE Aol Foi7l R0l ohl] Wil dekEal paw

FoA AT H&EFT A7 EL 2 AT EH I AYT S H45 = A=l dist 214

bel & ®olil Stk B HAl JojA 719

2o wWE 714919 tolel vk A G v goa e,

BEXEE P78 (strategic group membershlp)hL Aetete] RAE S

= o Bk 23S T dow, MziEe iy £ i 5 28 Ao ghEs

S oldslen o GHE T e AL 2o ¥y A3 E(Mascarenhas, 1989 ¢ 25
M, 19838 [ Cool, 1985 © Oster, 1982}l &-3}3}t},

FH AT S tHse HEY &0 YoiA el og A A3 FHigi A 24k 2

S AGH Boe) et FRd Ao A7E ALsnt oled HoUue AN

L
o
52
o
cg,
-4
it
rlo
Es

A+ (Hayes, Spence and Marks, 1983 : Mascarenhas and Aaker, 1989)% ¥ 2 @x] ¢
A BE AFEEe] BRSO BESITY 28 4E HiitHEe AS

59 EARE A3 o 24 (datadriven) AT R @ 2] o] BF Aol Mg W] 1
2 &£E3 st ofAAAE A A9 o] &4 Edht nl kst 4 A o) (Fiegenbaum

and Thomas, 1990 ! Hatten and Hatten, 1987 ! McGee and Thomas, 1986, 1989 . Nayvyer,
1989), BEREFHLE S Porter® AR B8 T3 2-& AR g9 il ol 22 2
2g 7M1 led® B8har ol g} ¢ A== Kim and Lim(1989) 3 Dess and Davis(1984)
Qo= ¥E FolE 47} givh

B R UM 71 A Zol 7t vi wg A A7 e A% A8 S
AT F= 81024 AHFEE st AHeste BRgkTe HESS & 4 U
Z, AU E ARG AU E driel 2e o st AR o8 AR FEHIT AT

{(Newman, 1978 . Primeaux, 1985 . Schendel & Patton, 1978) &% A =3] 9Jow, T3l 1



AT g7 Had 2 281

B Be 5o d7 50 A8 ARE AHEAAT #38 oy thztsle) e £t
#) B B% (Corporate-level Strategy) Bl £ 2 - E F 1 R&D 5 9 4 5 B
(Functional-level Strategy)®1+& 74 X830 24 W] Aelo] A 7| F¢lo] BE
F1o 2 ol Fojzlh HI HEEY FIEHEA AT ATE g2 o7l e
E73 359 A5 s AV 7 & et e Jidel B2 £E5 S 2

[+3}
AR

T 3hte] FAI PO R tautologyE & F S
H7IHE Aol & H el Aolgtn B, AT S A3t L4a2A A7 &4
HEE ALEste d7rE0] old gt webA AHTEE FHste HEEA i, g
B R, BRBKEE 52 A3 Porter(1979), Caves and Pugel(1980), Schendel and Pat-
ton (1978), Ramsler (1982), Ryans and Wittink (1985), Baird and Sudharshan (1983),
Primeaux(1985), %7k£3(1986) & B2 77} tautologyd] 7FeAd & 7FA 3 dvx 3140
c}.

A, AT e FH 2 olaf ok obEd AFVIEAA Brh FA A AALE S Al A
377 falM e Ao ol w3 Mg B O dUH To E A3, xRy s
of M Hekd YPef g A & 5 U #EH) H77E B 8 $hel] Mascarenhas(1989),
Z=EEF(1988), Cool and Schendel(1987), Cool(1985), Hergert(1983), Oster(1982) &< A

st E e ATEo] HEMWY 547 (crosssectional analysis)oll A3
Akt Ao F AT sty BBEEHEY AVEERE wHste Aol Az

BE AT 50 Aty Tl AAxo)lE FHEA £ vk a2y oy AT
Eoll AdolA= Ak A7t Aol whet A A A 54 (ad hoc nature) & H o F1L
%1 © 1 (Nayyar, 1989 : Mascarenhas and Aaker, 1989 : Fahey and Christensen, 1986 :
McGee and Thomas, 1986), Al A A3k vpe} o] A7) F/HE dUH AAQlo] A+
zbol] wel BREAOZ o] R A 7] Fol @ GAGA et Aty BAE GA3E
AL Feolth

wetr] Aol g A7 EFAS AT A7 AT F2 o] o] Fox]7] YA
T A s S BaErH o8 Bt dHT S EF il =
&ta olof) 93] el AMAHZ FIE VA= HFES Wale Ho] FkdRE
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LLES) =98 ntgo 2 Bifre] %t

2 4es

EiC VYRR

€. )] BEEEHOl CHSH MR zee| &= 7 E
FEE | H2EE | BREHEEE ;::; Aee j’éiz tf‘[‘;ig‘ i) £ERE
Hunt( 1972 FEH TR | AFTES EEABE | Corporate EEE RS
mEE A F34 g »ARYAE B gt 7
F4H E%
Newman R E R IR R - A A | Comporate TIYEN BLEERM &8
11473, 1978) % T 0o B o AEE g
39
Parter QA HEH| 3 A2 - Aiel At Functional < HA B3 v R A el o
1974) % el i Y A 2
g
Hatten G2 ER R NE L - ERREE Business T e HEgd g e dEe o)
1974) %#, HigthiE! 4 AE 2QEe W0
38, 19 AT FHUY g %o
AYH AT, FHRY R
Hatten & Schendel ” y ~ ” u = o ek g} foldd g ate o)
(1977, e 29gy Mt dE
I EENY 2554 A
Schendel & Patron ” NYFE, N8 - FRLE - O | e HET g} 94 43S )
(1978 Kk NG E e 8989 A7t g
PR R
Harten, Schendel and 4 Az voAg 41— HEFE Business HBTA el AR dSRY S
Cooper AR AL LE;S
(1978)
Porter QA9 A4 | g4 2 X g $94 - G |eAgRe dn/2Ede 7R
{1979) 4 ] oS o HE2g 4
cRETe) w719 48 A
e 4% uE.
Hamgan TAY AN AR - - Business o ATF 390 Poerd HEEE
11930) 4 T A
« HETd g iT2e 71y E
42 RMRERY KRGS
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o o olu B B E o ofw & w5 = LB
GaR i = Ko #/ s e w2 ol o M G =
m = b i = o7 o Home | foe o= oo | 15 i -
o = = ~ ) ol plo i) o ome | MR T e o By phe W o
g = 5 L ol b o o T B [ o TR & o | T I Ak
+ = 7= B R = = T | W = T Bl = b = Z
T =i 2 = 5 ‘W L = o B | oF S = m.umu = | o i i
o Ty % o = Ty = WO - Aol [T pay | = S Y
- homE T E ue (M- ® - ooy = Y o
b 5= ™ o W< ® o ' me B¢ LTS e S~ ial n_m e =3 s z il
P E R el i i g T w2 = i35 o | o g =
SEEPE SRS REE TIERTE BLFeliiTElE |E e
o zm % f A i g > e = = | ®n I
T M B R B S R o oo JL B oar m oA RS % W o L ML M.m
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g B - . @) )
i W b7 =2 2 = E
S £ |E = £ | 2 -
E g - S = S S £ ]
® oV >3] g = g 7
F o [, rm &
%o i
&= = it = ™ i -
T 4 cl o o N e R WM My
) - ! < 5 Br B ol X 2 4
i o 2k C < R i o}
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e " P B s Bl | tauology . ’
ExEE HEEE | BN ERE P WREy o ke | BE g TERE
TR WYL 7%
Mascarenhas & Aak- 4 BEjaEE O WEAAE A - o) %uld) o8 Ay BEg A
ert 1989 N34l 257 9 4 2R AN
9, &53oh o HBTTY FUA Holo] g3 o
A4

- AT YAl B ARAA B

w2 T
B AT FANA O 2 Auatelrt YEE 9ol X 'E 018 Aol 7} waE ) g AT
‘ATE Apdad met Aot R EE 93y
FH2) "7 E tautology el PHsA S oa e A Soln, Tare tautologyoll 32 = 4] ¢Fi= AF Y

RS RFA 7S] ] PR

BEEEE B GOl O Bt 43 o3& AalA £3] EFHR UE Ao g g
Grouping research®l AR{FHT BEE = TS5 L /N Ed S Wk N3 v sl
& (counterpart) 01 T3l o] ob7| Bl = MENEEES T4 o2 AT A7 A8 1R FE
(1ssues) &8 HEs| B7|= gich

1. BREEEY, HiSMIOME X AURAY EiEse H'

L1 Bagies) B s b

BRRERE 700 SlolA] Mol 79 & #3551k (market segmentation) 9} TE 3=
T (Harrign, 1985)7F ledl F MEd-& 22 Ao & sfdolth &, vlojag 2
BHE AR RS A Y] a7 FER otYE 25 g Eg Hol: o)

=

e 7o) Atk Q40 vhge T3 gk vhele] Motz 2RPo 2 Ao
Aol pesEe] REMC B3 Aotk ol T Ade] §A1e17 AT 4B R BH o]

1) A& g o F3ME B3 e A ook 2AM 3 =93 Nayvar(1989) ¢ McGee and Tho-
mas(1989)8] /Y-S =



%6 & EBWRE

o M2 O gigd 23& 53 dvke 4& 4 dtHCool, 1985).

A7l A g 7hA ol & e AHFIY S e SR (market
characteristics) @] % &Folt}, HabFo] WAl 7} x| Lo A|FE o] vl X e oL
Herget (1983) £ HEE Sitt, Bon MMt HAF B 2 FEERZ A 75271 -
gh o] Eet B9 WA &S HAER e, Cool(1985)2 o] 7 ojefol] Al tr, &+

2

279 58 53 YUk o4l N Bul HeFTe RISl Aol e A%

1.2 BRREFES ARJRRY BEK

Al A 3ol ekt o] BERY =R vs) Akt YA F 2 generic strategy) 2] T
He FEata) gk ole YA Mo Afd o] A5 (Porter, 1980 : Galbraith and
Schendel, 1983 ; Herbert and Deresky, 1987)°l] w2} th2 Al A2 = ¢ 7] w Folt},

Ak 292 A thol 7189 £48) 8 (Grouping)dl] 28& 251 o
SOl HESTTH &2 T4 SANTEE AT 1e v B = 7
2 o] EAQ Aol 7t ATt Heko] “KiFM  (gencric)o17] Al M= o 2ol U3t
82 lojok gk aY R BAA M it A7y o) A4S didez Ay

S Ttoll LS FEstE L Soh gk el MdE Heko] Akl ulet b=
Sindustry —specific)= 5l vlEE T Aok oj# H F oide]l Mg gE i
of FE&IL A& BAFE

g, dkgt Aol 4 BAo] B ks st AL o AN oy Atgiel ZH
A Zhzh A @77 F8E F A7) A el BERE ERE B S viago s
YA Aol =&2 & o, B E & AEE e QAT Akl 23] Porter
o] 29 A FAY AHe =& 275 (Kim & Lim, 1989 ; Dress and Davis, 1984)
At olH & WA FAbe HE WEHIe 2 AHRE 5 ok shth

h=1 K]
< 73

r FI

3|
3



Aot Avel vBA 13 %7

2. BES BHEe| SAKE

Aekol] o gk Aol oA 53] F a3 Aol HikiE(level of analysis) ¥ FAIAd ¢
92 © 2 Hofer and Schendel(1978) 2] & foll wal ¥ £R8, HEH, W EKEY] A
WA EREh 29 (FE DolA B vkek 2ol oA 7o eyt A5 A B
WgiEEre] Kol o] & A 7FA F9 ofx sftol AU o o) Fel HeEks @4 oA
AFESIE AS e ¢ Aok aElY AFAe AT gl QoA AEkEe FEhe d A
&5 = Ao o dajAe A =97t o] Fo] XA skt

Bilgrargro] Mol Aol M £itHy BiBE (Corporate Strategy ) ¥ = b 24| &} 52
7tz o] 9o (McGee and Thomas, 1989), #EAER] BME (Functional Strategy) 2l -9+
AT A e BUSRel MREAE Tk AEAEIS YA W YR L2 S

Kol gtar A ZE ), webA] Mk & Fisked AHS s Ao £ FEHK
# (business—level )] 7F8 E}FE Aoz AN

Cool(1985)2 At F-F el A o] Aeky A& oA a3 22 A7Hx| kg s 13
st ok A, BUEKE (product level )] BBEE 71 o] SFAZ oM 254 AF
< ojtjoll o} E A Y (positioning) F=boll #ek Fojth i} ol& Al M 7+ 719l
& FTEE AurE A gA g F e FHol Aok EEA, HITKHE
(divisional level) 9] BxBg-S 714 2] 3 HFo] 2xg2E 4bgjollA] ojr]e] ZAMY Al7] =1k
of T Aoz olE Y 7YY tE FRo] UMY &3 A& Byole o] GA &
1gell 93 FrHE AFE A AJET S e FHol Ao AA, FEEHKE
(business—level ) o] Big-& o] T ok gl didatdol A & 71del &) F7H=
kg Avtd oz #Hrtg 4 A HEv.

3. EXREEY R $BEHEEE (mobility barrier)

A]_g_iad.u_

rlo

EFABS Torg 34 AT A7 EL ol Ao WFTFY L Z2A
e Aoz sebatn Jon (Nayyar, 1989) ¥H ol Ak 4] A2 A o] FAH )
M etE 22 (McGee and Thomas, 1986)% U Th 3 HeFFo wpe} A#7F ohE o]+



288 EEEHE

2 o] Add o Moy A7 (Mascarenhas and Aaker, 1989 : Hatten and Hatten,
1987 ; Porter, 1980) = lov] Ak ol &) 44 o HELERET ol 54 ¥ ojs) Ho]
7Festth o)A ¥ o] T AH S HEF Ao BE Bolo HE&E £ Q= vlde|ng oY)

Ay Aea oA el #Ao) el wok FARSE o} 17 3
3.1 BRHERET EEIGEE

At A A7 1 A AP gk A A A< o] &2 719 -& Caves and Porter(1977)
of g Hx= o] FolAth IES AU Y T{rEE et AfEH (entry conditions)
o] ttzvha F4ebal, o2l g EE Y i AREE(group—specific entry barrier), & fEENEEE
o] 7hdel &) HE A FAH ] Mdo] ik doin ok F, o) F4E el

t 3 =,
(Caves and Porter, 1977). ulgbA] Mo mel +24 Fox tav, 13 o] %4y &
Eol7] Y8l £RIFE (joint investment) S T = A& FAHE Zfol7} 7] w R, Ak
ol we} mH LRI Y 1 A $AA L Zolrt g Foln), EF ol § F2l 4
of Apolel whel FAo] & M Bt AET AR E g A g, 18
3] 7198 ol 5 AE S S =olA 2 Holr}h ol vl ¥F AT

i

< BEEEE A T s "ol TR
= EAREEANY £E5/ & (investment in a collective capital asset) & LHER o
A olel gt BatgE @ ¢el, HEF 719 (outsiders) o] HEA EM) 3t =dl = 42 % B0
2o, B2 A 3n) g ojef g A g A B4 5ol FE B E (McGee
and Thomas, 1986) M2 o] 5l o3 7], HI == Flo|ch

r{ [
n}L

rlr



3.2 Big BEEEE

Demsetz(1982) = 1478 ol] that Q&) 71x] #H ) FALH B o] Mg BAstaA, sha}
ol mheh AR NG F el QoA B o] Fo] YA “Y R} 9227} 71|
= 7137 dag’e gl lolA ZE dajrt 4X e AFstn Yok o)d Mol s
olu ARRERE APl o)A wt=a] e &4 e ofyr),

A DH T ke Zo] 4% Hebdto] MR T VIS HA R o= Py HE
(7 (competitive advantage) S 5 3}7] o] & JFk(Big) o M o] xtolalm & 4 ). o
A Ao B4 AFFoz AYsted oMo BEEES ALY T Akt ZE
A LS G5 sted doix e AYo] A & HSF FES AAFE 995
ol tg ol Fgu o WAL o} A7) = 2%lo) Hl= Aotk T2BZ o5 e 7hzto]

Heprol lojx e 55 Aoz 1h3E = ArH(Cool, 1985).

o] 4ol A Demsetz(1982) 9} Cool(1985)2] A& sl vy AT 7He] EELRE= A
g A7 EY & (collusion)oll 23 Aojgtm sl vohe 237 71U W H
B o} AW E ] & (match)ol 93 232 RojAY 28j2z AYA vz}
FAZ8E AR AFAAFTE Q7R 9 o] 2AY 5 YVIw R "7 S
bl Wr=A] dapatel 7 vhs AL oldzlog Az 4+ 9

3.3 BEpfEEEe] RE M (asymmetrical mobility barriers)

HEHoR 2 ol5AHL B BREEF S v ed B2 v 4o So] A7 dojnit}
= v 2 AFR-E T 9o Oster(1982)+= o] & “Hekg o] 229 AL 4

UHstability) & BlEolth etz 2838t vk 121y Hatten and Hatten(1987)-& A gk o]
BEste Zo] ozt A< Hoot A 88 A3 AFAEC] nekald dhte] metEo)7)

2o o] & AAA Gesr7lE A APty Boh F 58 ol ¥ 4u o] HFEH
HEA7EE 5 o] w2 32 o) F A & B SR E 4 Aok Roloh

B AP ATES ATEA o] So| o5 o] MEM symmetric)o|2He FEA 7}
T3 QeS WA Gk T o] FAN 9] ol Wekre] mel o
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o

(Porter, 1979) %2 Aol 21 4 2 HUKFEEE (exit barrier) & ot THE + 9)
(Hatten and Hatten, 1987} oA o] 53 o] Aekyo] wha} th 2 th(asymmetric) 1. BE
Aol B} eld3tc). Harrigan(1980)2 RIBHEFES tF o2 3 Ao A Hull(exit) B0t E
Alentry)e] B A1 %8 208t 20 Porter(1979) = M4 d8l e 7[]lo] Aelsi= &
A Ao whel GepAgta Fo M ol F A e REM (asymmetry) & sl Far e
Mascarenhas and Aaker(1989) % o] 548 o] o] AXA & Aol Aol ZHBAE ol&)3}7)
A Fag 94w T Yrh

AT 87 A g e AT ze] wskE gofsta E4s67] $13F Eel dth
(Hatten and Hatten, 1987). & o™ 7]§jo] o] 5 A& dAHU A =
T AL gAY A g FEThE AE oustn], o[2 5 ¥ o] Au & V] w2
A Zgdte A& & 7 dvh webA o] FdH o] RE M (asymmetry)S A0l o

=
zroletn @ % i

rir

4

a:)

3.4 BRBERE 738 (Grouping Criteria) & 24 9] FEEIRERETL 7B

MEe} (G Dol B s} o] e AF5o) AFag PRaHE 7120 HiE,
TBEEE, WA 2o MR HRY #HE A5 T el AY, ki, M
of B AFAFES AW vk et A Aee) AT EHol @ Ay 7]
A9 (A2H)) BEMS F9 L o) hE AR 2 YFSE AU PATY Ak
2 ABA WU AGAA B4l s BRAE 2L tautology7h B THe A o] 9lth,

WehA o) @ tauology®) 7HsAE THs® @ MY & A SELES HHet AL

Az A7e) Wl Brk Aol EASW vEA] ol FAu] 47T, AR o
t;lj’



Aepa g7 sy 18 201

=z
g FYBE 850l HFE BRI 44

&2 BEfEEo| FR
5 RS o ol ERl3Ee] Rt
A F 29 Bl fk BTG
i H & 12 if £ & S
% Al o 1t (U}O'Hﬂ ‘%‘) HA 2"
A R T OE EERE
ME fE BLETR e e
b 22 Y £H 4K Frehaskae %t - EEHAME
B A =8 probA ® & fLaA 2| BRI
# st ¥4

¥ McGee, J. and H. Thomas, “Strategic Groups : Theory, Research and Taxonomy”, Strategic Management
Joumal, Vol. 7, No. 2, 1986.

@8, A2 BR71ZoRA o540 s ol BR Wetzo] £5F 7Yl
A TSNS FAGD ¢ o, 29 Mzeee] A= A AGT AdT A

gt #H & 7H2 o) Lippman and Rumelt(1982)+ EFEA 71457 Aalol Aol 7t U= A
= &

<, Fr714 9 2ol w2 A3t B84 s7] o Fo] 5 (uncertain imitability) ©

2ol ofaf o] FAAE G537 o8& Aol
ol el & MKy EE S e Qe g M ZEH dgdd Jdal AT FHE M
(tacitness), B 3 EA QI 71& (skill) 2 =pibol] o3 A = = #EEEM (complexity ),
AR ol up ojn| 20] AlF 5 22 AEAHRI A addoz &89 e Ve
kill) o] vt 2FAke] RRE A% (specificity )& & 7 A= H (Reed and DeFillippi, 1990), ©1% 7%
Hol g Bd 0|23 alE2 VIdFY EAHCE BEREEEY (FiRe] B 4 Urh
ol o} &2 wigtoll A, o] F A I frAbgh JNd <l B (isolating mechanisms) = 3t

o] BKBEEE o REHEC] 2 At Rumelt(1984)& ol 538 MES AFF oz d33t=

ot
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o g o288 2A7 AR drtn Fen AAGAR A HE7Ig sl Fht
e HAKE (rents) & A W37 1A SEEdlels lde m]lo] sty Bk (&
DA & AE AAYD SEEElE 2950l Ao e @49 B g 93
e Aoz ol e BEFAA A V]
A "ok 18 BE=

o, o2 3 Mol X ke Ay B/ V1Eo R AHRE

b

o}
4
22,
£

#*F3 S8HEH) (isolating mechanisms)
BBRAY 4H(strategic position) o] BEER
2 gl o R 5 H
Hefirel #1L iR B (causal ambiguity)
Er& el 8L s HE
24|z} 7159 #HE wH g g8 & (switching and search costs)
e, Bl HEe] 8L Adlzb g WAk B2
A2 g Rt 284 = E£3) HF(unique resources)
5H 3 FH
e 2 AR
g vt o ujA
A ol g By S

¥ Rumelt, R. P., “Toward a Strategic Theory of the Firm,” in R. B. Lamb{ed.). Competitive Strategic Manage-
ment, Prentice-Hall, Englewood Cliffs, NJ, 1984, p. 568.

4. BRREEYYL AR

Aepzol B We ATSo| AUXAE Roke] SCPRAC )7 st} Wz met 7)
G4} O Ao RBA S AAY B Bkl e REERS 3o
FHee sk el [ (& DAAE B vhe} 2o] derol) e 4ol
F3io] J2d FE ATE BA @k @ H2o) 5] Cool (1985) 2 Schendel (1988) <]
Aol A [Fl— BREEEE Rl N = 717kl A FRRel 7k g Ao Bt oo By HEH
A7E gozH AL Fobe] ATl N2 HAF A F1 3

olel g WeFE st Aukel BA e FAEL Wakyel Fol Aol kAR FAH
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AR gov] o] F 4ol Yol of W JFL vIAEA, T Aere olFo] ojy 4
2 oA HEAo] e =l A 2AL wlE e Aeolth Ea WiEe) Fol AN E A
4% Jaase] HAEA|, A S8 B Fogel ZATA 53 2L P55
A7) o) dob lor, B3] FoluvkE 71Ee] BUAT ATl QojA B,
SIS, ERAE B 2o BHSste Aol o =K o] Fol A e Bra

4.1 BRI ARER
oA 74 A & A eF o] AF Aol 7t EAE Aolet: Aol Ak AFES AvkAd
Holth Caves(1984)= A&FT & ZEdH= 80 S0 FxZHQ ojs 4z 2 H #AdH
MEEe]7] WEol, ELHU FgTo mtE dad dxtel & 49T Atz ok
ey ol g Aal= A5 Aol el Ao AAE &R Eekal o9 (Porter, 1979
- Howell and Frazier, 1983 ; Cool, 1985 ; Dess and Davis, 1984 : Kim and Lim, 1989 %) o] &
Hozw ol s # 7199 dite o2 d45o AdtkE A3 (Cool and Schendel,
1988)7F Hoh A &= & 7t & o] ¢H e S AAste A H 8o g Hox
o ol &t A H -2 Porter(1979, 1980)7F A Al 225 H), B4 2 A Fo2 RHY By,
AFdd e, Ao 715 8 T3 22 89050 o I o] AddE + A
PLEo A, Ak Aol M dukdo g wolsoR i e dekarte] A zpatold] i
e AEAQ AAE EHE ¥R Kaha low Aeatnt Ao dAd e & 849l
S o MEHEEE et e 3oz Btk uelA olae] & ¥y sl
ekl o] A axtolel st Gopr |z gt

s
L
&
> o
Jot

4.2 BREREA M R ER

Hepw el dapatols I Aol gaglo] B2 A7 UM whd AT 71YgED
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B

EBHR

) Aol FEAHE AFHoz FET AL Cool(1985)0] FHZolth, I & W
Ve 7IdE0] fARE AEhg ARSI T ARt el vk E-E e, o1& A3 (risk)
kel Eol BAlG Nxdte 7Y Sl kT EE (risk-taking) ol 21o) A o] HE T <
8l kel s A st

Cool and Schendel(1988) = H k7ol @& Ahzto] & AT & v DFEFHEETEA

X

A=
T

~N

918 &9 (risk profiles), 7%, *H4He 2 (asset endowment) 2 M =ke] Hadgd g SuM A
gk 7} A 7 ebe] BA ) Aol A o] Eo] FHETHEE moderating factors) 241 2H8-3817] Wl ol
Askrdle| M= A#atel 7 S-S AFH o2 AFsA

B, Bebgol npe Fol ol Qe vNE FRAASTY WA GEohE A A

o

ofs
rir

Nt
and Pugel, 1980 ; Howell and Frazier, 1983 ; Primeaux, 1985: Cool, 1985 4p7k¥5, 1966 . %
i, 1988 ; Kim & Lim, 1989)0] A=t o] = & Aol M= 71 tel] datrt vt
A g F AES BHH2Z AAskE Aolet & 5 3
ol# 3 AT B e KBRS 24 87, 2ATE, Ad+3F7], 4854, Ads
3

A 7= (Hatten, 1974 : Schendel and Patton, 1978 : Hatten and Schendel, 1977 : Caves

g 58 51 . T8 Hansen and Wemerfelt(1989)= A& AHsle 8oz e
g9 5v 22 8549 EH (organizational factors) o) #&#ERY A (economic factors) .o T
z988 A=Ro g J2ALL.

LlEel =98 T3l & o BagirRe 71 e = £EARY Htolu MERSE
g

7t AA o ubel Aapatolrt veld Ao g Azt ol= M 7hY Adihatel vt
o] AFH A 2 g Faog FAE AT Foh F, A=A e Fatatolzt 2
Y ol= Ao g AL JoatelE AAlste adE VP& Aotk

4.3 ALRHFEERS] B (hierarchy of performance determinants)

Porters= ASol& Ao 4o 238 2oy 259 A7 (Porter, 1979) 9 4
ME7Ide) £ BAE 71 & Mg BEste NE7Ig e Fode TS VA

£ 8U5S oJ2d BN AAALz AANAT el o) o] F2] ATFel
Wz wodE ) ehatth AW Porters) o] @ WHe AT Yoo th A7) Be



A A7 vdy 1 2%

TS AT e REE HAABR 97| A% Porter(1979, 1980)2] FEE 7 AR HRE
BRES 193] nds) no)=z 3o

Portere 719 8] 94 & 2R3t 89024 aA Ao gutr B4, Ak 24
2L AT AN A Y 7199 91X (position) 9 B A7EA] 948 S1 Qo) Eo —BH
FrES M2 A 218 (threat of entry), 71& 714 S AR, WAL Z] 98, 8
AR FaAe i R 2E AdolM Y HRRTEER (competitive forces) o] MRES
2Aea I AdW e BE VA S fAS AS v EEY) BiEn Hito e
T8 5 7H8, 71& (technology), A F2HE o] A, FFage 7250 lon o=
gAY RE V1B st Ao P8 2 E(context) 24 2884 Aok, BBEEES)
RO M E ol T o] Fol, Y, dAGFd te Hod Ax 2 e AT s
of ARAPEE & & Aon ol BF kT Wt nf3A Yelhte EA ST BEg
HANM e (2@ (position) & ATl e ARAL(71FES ), AFFHAXY 2
HA R, dgdg s Fo o) 93

Pl e o] dhed] Aot A#E 23 #dAN7IdE Aee 433 271 o
on BELEE) fptE B obY Et WS ERE (market factors) W AFEHHERS 3 2
o ZMnko]l A T ATIE i g &utE o|d 7} /s Aotk £3] 7IYEA
adFoll A Aeke] A& A F = FIFAETI (resource capabilities) o] Al ol 2 &
< 7 %] 7] of &) (Lawless, Bergh, and Wilsted, 1989 ; Thomas and Venkatraman, 1988 :
Wemerfelt, 1984), Mgz 70g o] Aol cig A& £o]7] YalMe A5 AT
2o EgtEojop & Aojrt,

T B A7 AFHE St st REE Adsin ooy Aus kTl
#:2 (multi-dimensional construct) (Venkatraman and Ramanujan, 1986 ; Cool, 1985)°]® z}
IBEE ol 235 v X 5 = (trade—off ) ©] A7) “ﬂ—?:"ﬂ((:ameron, 1986) ZA 3= A w0
a2t 237 e = glon 7hed Ay SHE A £ JUEE Ui e E
Aelst= Aol nighz st



26 & 8B HWE

V. & L

BES R HamS F— BEA 719 E7HY BE M (heterogeneity) & W3 331 EES U442
2 oe EEAERY 0% S Wdo s st BRRKERY 77 R e e
Az ok AFE Mg 53] A G Kok oA o] & FFHE 9 w9 /K&
A Mgl ® BF5ta, olAAAY AFES FES 2 A7 A7y £H L vjs
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