BRI £ 20% 5 15(199E8 B)

<

A, 2272 2 71945 1 AR F2eH
AFA Q7
(Strategy, Structure, and Performance:An Empirical Study
at the Business Level)
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e dl AT (o], 1989)8] 272 EdE ME2UE 845N S 2« AFH =4
| 24kd 9] 7 71kl ol BaggEiel uheh MAEE W el oW Abol & Uehiin 13
WatEztel BA 7} o] R A A S FHsty stk WrhEE BEge 79 Hmy A8E
g dulate Mgl foHer 2 $AE el en o isER REdde
dodA ol SASUT oot T)e ¥l Apd s} BEge 7 Al H o2 AR #

& 542 Jehhlen] BmAY @S S dviste MFES BEEDN e A A8
FAE] EAstTh £, A BBz B¢ d Ao FERE BRI RAHeE w3
E BAH oz FHQ 5L ohAT XML = EEdel = kY daaA

Biagol B3 o] WREL pF¥o
BT EREC) AH3] 23 ol Fojok il A3 ik 5A EEQ A BEERf
o wal R¥ERE7} Aol7t FE BEMSZ 1HHT FRE (Prescott, 1983 : Cool, 1985)&
FALE BB S AL RSE REEAIOINE, F B BEEHANE, A4S RER &
Agg gre) e, ol e Al e BEES HFH oz AHseH AR ERE

FFS A YL RAFT Yok Lt AFHE 4GS ddoz 3t o]
}2-(1989) ) Q7B Aol M & BiEgdEel W A Hxtol 7t frold SHNA A oFstA
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148 #& & 2B Bt 5%

i A x vtz o]E§ o] 2 FolEnth
HEAE d2 8AEF 53] 23 F29k B o] BAlo] &8 Chandler (1962)
o]F %< B A7 50| YUY Chandlere %2 /4ol o 3 Bigt b= o8
THA AR #elF BAES oA, o2l AL s AHd Hg e g
82 3ohe AL S B AT ©)9 22 Chandlerd] 42 n 28 v &3 9= L F-7
T dzvere] B sl oste) &AH AT (Rumelt. 1974 ; Channon, 1971 ; Pavan, 1972 ;
Pooley-Dyas, 1972 ; Thanheiser, 1972). %3+ Wrigley(1970) ¢ Rumelt(1974) 5 & BB8 3} 48
BEETRE ¥ B Ao 782 st oA EMRAlY) BAE HdFHow
FataTh 3, LERELFES WA R BRI AEEES J3d A S 249 B
FHEE At (Egelhoff, 1982 ; Brooke & Remmers, 1970 ; Stopford & Wells, 1972 ; Franko,
1976 ; Hulbert & Brandt, 1980). 124}, o|H 3 HHEES BF pEol FEEME Tt 5/
1k BB 22 LitHy BB (corporate strategy ) ¥ MBS 2] AAlo] 2H S 3o Yo
o o]t} A H- FF(business level )l A8} AT dA oz BlEd FHo)
A4 - = (business level)oll A BB 7} MRS S #A & o F Wigce vlu s H
of AA 7] AFstdeth /HE A AT 2= Miles? Snow(1978) 22] 1 Porter(1980) 2 &
T Ae o] AFESNEH R TR BEEEEE S A3 dor M5 95k A
2 oE @GR SA4E BAR dvE A S AAIT o2 HERE Y AL
% FAsA T, 253 AT 2E White(1986) 2 Gupta(1987) 5& =
= =, 22u o] 5 AT BREAT &9 (strategic business unit) ) &4 (autonomy)
a2 A ARt AR A ARG R AR e sl te] 2 @A
3L 4Fo wet A S WY 23 T2 FAE OFA Za AAgEs W
g 72 A ¢ AL EATHE Jste 719 Ee] WS Boy di AduE v}
A 71dolat = Z A9l 7 sk & BERoll uhel S 53 U X 2797 W&
°ll (Miles & Snow, 1978 ; Poter, 1980) "}~ % 2 8}t} . debe o).

M
O

)

£

AL D9 W F-o] S Bgte] BAE O F 423 A3 e 23] H ) o] &0
71 Miller(1987)8] 9+ & A Ystae v =7 Aot Miller(1987)9] 9= Bk &

Fotn Awd MIANE EUE S 2 BES 24733 (organizational contexts) ¥
FEN FEEI AAEUY BAE tH T 2N FERRE AT A 7|dE s
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a2y o] AE BER A TR AT NG Tl oW FFE A=A #3)
A d4& Z3tirh

B AT £8 BA2 HEEEX (business strategy), AFHTH W9 A T2 (internal
struture of strategic business units) 2 7| 9 /3 #} (performance) 7+¢] #A & #FH3l= A o]
o} webA, B AFE £THEY ol 4$(1989)8 29 E Evg, $vet AFH =9
of Aol A 7t EEgEI S met 2372 S0 ofgA AL WL o] g
BRg e 2 7o) BA T 19 Tl owd e nAEAE ZAL LA vt

II. PfEmHy W3

I.1 MR

At A 2 (business strategy ) ©| & &ztol| whel el 7tA 2 Fo = a it 2 AT E A
Aekg B4 dddelA ZAA vag-od g A7) e AFANE d9-E ddstn 2
& ulEshe A9e BRE AR S 9] Fe(pattern) 2hL A ) 3taA} et

FEBRR S BE AT ELS BEES o) FEE (business unit) 50 Yt oz A}
£ & = DA A (archetype) €2 B 738 AT Porter(1980), Miles® Snow
(1978), Hofer®t Schendel(1978) 5 7H'd A1 ¥/ 7150l st Pr7hA] BagERA S-S A
Alstgon, 2 80dd AFE2 old 3 /g A BERET] et AF5A HE
Atk &, Dess9 Davis(1984), Hambrick (1983—a), Miller$} Friesen(1986)5-& 71¢1 &)
A 2 Poter®] A{FEH) BBEE (generic strategies) & A28 1 &S Mo, Ham-
brick(1983—b)& Miles®t Snow®| BEBEXERIC) tldted 72 3HATh o) 9k Zo] LRI
HE AEA AFE AT A o s s Aol & whd sk el A ¢
A7 w2 Aotk 2Yu HIEY Sy A did e 3 9% dFE0
EAshevl, o] F9-(1989), Kim¥ Kim(1988) 18] 1 Kim® Lim(1988)%©] 13 o]t} o]
ATEL 77 AFE Y, A 2 At S oz VSl dAE Alesn
UE BERBAIE S st o] BEgHRIE ] WX A7l AAE AEH oh$ FA
sttt AHA S B F11 3lth 53], o] AE-2 Porter(1980) ¢ Miller(1987) 7} Al A] g



10 &8 R HE

AER) BEEE (718 ApEE”, “mlolAY A, ‘47 FF”, “WE P EF”) o]
S ubet At A EAF¢E B A

B AF7E 7o 2 st e o] F9-(1989) 0 o3, -Elvhel HFE Abgierol A “Hd
ZbEE”, “miobAI" S, A F/ A HAY, V1€ ESF Uizt AL E
ol E&HLoH, o] AAEL Yo R FHol M2 thE F 7]7H(1981—19837} 1984 —
1986) & o2 £ESNS & 254 9 Y HAFFSo] BHHAD. o|AEY B4
(F DY £H5HAz 2 Jeh dch

&N BEAEEO| 25t £FDH BR
(1981--1983)
£ 34 &

o 1 2 3 4
FREA (n=10) (n=13) (n=6) (n=15)
S = —.137 —.478 2.034 —.307

(.339) (.199) {.762) (.561)
wlol A € 1.493 —.638 —.579 —.211
ZAYE {.244) (.622) (.370) (.428)
s —. 354 —. 686 —.328 . 963
#ZRL (.539) {.267) (.302) (.779)
vhol A g A gt 7t Neda
A At HEy sl deby

iz Agy HaAjeln, EFte 3w FFVAY.

(1984 —1986)
#® &

1 2 3 4 5
FRE (n=14) (n=13) (n=6) (n=15) {(n=6)
A7Ex —., 295 —.626 1.883 —. 406 1.181

(.539) (.223) (.801) (.327) (.418)
uho}# € 1.374 —.736 —. 410 —.371 —~.272
=t (.741) (.251) (.401) (.259) {.551)
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BG/HE U —.137 —.165 —.763 .351 1.681
(. 805) (.617) (.428) (.875) (.558)
B —. 164 —.729 —.212 .838 . 081
25HL (.645) (. 408) {.340) (733) (.612)
nlol A € E ot 7 7184l A A e
35} Aee e I i

17 eke) WEAolm, BEerel £t FEAAY.
£%12 “vlolA® At kil tal 7HE 22 o] 4 YEh L e O O
M2 BEg KT E Aol A UehiSith webA o] £ “rlelA YA E 8 Bk
o 93L& Fu slE VIdER TN & £ dvh 8% 2= A BEEKTT 25l o
dted A9 FAUE b3 e o] A e o] £ S T A= IdEe] BESKT
£F o= ue dBAUA AT A BES onjdin, o] £ 54L& Porter
(1980) 7F A A1 & “XE F g s At & 5 vk K3 “A7EE kel t
Mg e BY FAe e T gle v, e A kel M e A9 g veh Aok
o] kS “UrFE" A IHE HEZ FAHIT T & 5 ok &£E4E ]
34 2l ot tall 7 ¥ B9 F4 g el Sle wbd U R kol A
= A9 g vehdeh weby o] K& Ve dal Al Bt 43S FE VIdE
2 FAHAG T & 5 vk &%5e AEF A HY Aot dE o= EERUE £
E9 FAFE Jehl 2 lom, “driFm"d it e £%3 05o2 52 @& Yeh
3 Jth EF o] HEEL V1A A X E Ol 7ML GHE JEPE o 24 o] B
BEATAME b2 7Id e FT Ao vEs dHe 71 0SS RofFa gitk o
kAl o] Fehe chakd deAt
dEg FALAG L & = Avk o] £F2 EAUZe] Hi dE F UIRE FHA V1%
MR WA B om o] = 1983 FE BAH o2 AP iy o] ¥A E dHog
BAG AGreo dekH o tgd Aoty & 5 Utk o & £%59 5442 Miller
(1986) 7F A Al & “conglomerate” &} frAbatti & 4= glow, “Abd)u)” Bgifol 2t o]
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ST I o2 "B81g HNY F¥(task) E2 23471 Baly Bgse =
Aste WHE 288" (Mintzberg, 1979), “HAAS T4 24 52 A AES Aol
o2 FXHI A FREY HEE(Pattern)” (Kast & Rosenzweig, 1979)% .

S e] S B3l Weber7 BHEHS 712 282 2 A8 oje) 2o shapSo)
I8k gkoh ol & S AW Pugh et al. (1986) 2 kS SA o Bato] H(L
(specialization), 2Rk (formalization), # 1t (centralization), &3 % (administrative
intensity) 5 2] FEEHT ALEE EES AT o]l B AFE (d : Child, 1974 Van
de Ven, 1976)] #ifkiEES] SAES st Qdou M2 98 A7ARE "ol ¢
A| Zatrt,

ol et HikiEE Had W e EF/ AEE % sk Campbell et al.
(1974), Dalton et al. (1980) G & ML 53-8 #iE1(L (structuring) B 4 3 BB
(structural) 54 2.2 FE3FATE olw, ik S0l HPIL, A1k, EHELS} 2ol
HEHERES A5 AL ADete 1 T A5G ovlslu], sy S 40
MEREY B2 v e 2 ko) Wil 58S ou) g,

A e Gy A2 SAANYES 207 4/ RgE 7)o Haf Y=
kA vl 7 (strategic context)o e} 2F 72 EAJo] o]B A 2R Z W)= ¢ 2ol
Reng, AF7HA BE A7 Sl oo tFolx b3 kst 7ssittn BuE = ol
oF 2 57HA o) #EiE(L 2 EiEr) Hes e

(1) HF{k(specialization)

AR 2 5ol o] £ A 2 R0z HYsE 5% b (division of labor) S 1) 3
SHPugh & Hickson, 1976 ; Mintzberg, 1979). A& Bi3e Ankal A7) 5o ek %4k
Ao 24 & 2EFo2M £HF SHo HYLHRS 2zl g

23 Ak (formalization)
AW IANA LY et A2l A (FEBE (work process) 58 Ba&8bste AL o u| it}
(Mintzberg, 1979).

m N

Sal
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(3) FHEHL(divisionalization)

Mz e 549 s/
st 8 G755 g deto] Fodd 5 A £EH(division) 5L AT ©]
u FEHLH HEke]l SHAHA AIYRE o] &8t e A2 EFEE + A

(4) REEY %

fEgetol = AAE A 7Y EA s ol ohet #E RS UEH = A EESC AT
t} olgl 3 KBS FAE Forde Mk A HL mEE Fotdted &3t

(5) 1#l/75H7 #E (technostructure) ¢} 2#% #1E (support staff) &l ¥

Mintzberg(1979) & #if%o] UntA oz ohg 3 2-& 5749 7123 F-F(basic part, EZ
TFAH e FHsAh AA, fi 9 Aoju 2o A #ste 723U de
8 ste AFAEZ TAE P (operating core). A, DA PF] #2AETY 159
MAAQ B ER FAE BB (strategic apex). AA, 14 FF9 RS AF2AEAA

e 2% FEAEE FAE FE(middle line). WA, E#A +H99EY 45

HE3et7) et gl D 5 (KBS 228t ST (analysts) B2 TAHE FE
(techno-structure). THALA, EH #E (operating core) 2] 7158 HHALE ALdFozH
R g RE S BIEHy 2o 25 EH HES ¥33e ¥boundary spanning activity )&
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58] k= R E-(support staff). o] 3 71 &H FE-5& ko] ol H & HiER) WS 2+
s}l whet A2 thE A wesy, = A BERREY (mechanistic) Q1 fEETZRER] "B —E
558:0] %ﬂﬁﬂﬂ%iﬁ('malchineburealucratcv)"9 > &/ AT HEVE S A F ol HH,

B 2 A HER (organic) ) HEEFREQ] “adhocracy” @) 7% ZEHE 7L dke] AHF 2ol
= tH Mintzberg, 1979). ©]2] 3 AbA & Z+ ko] B/ 57 MES LHEHES E2 A
2 BA3to 2 ik AA A BB T B FEE doj d F ASE TE Fu

SATh.

NgEe Aoz Aa A B4} D A A5l wek A2 O HIEE



g He gtk Qol M Eelg N7 Ado A el AHE Aol NS L
Nz e AgAREel 94 £ gl FRAUAL oW 1Y ATz FF
Ao uhet 1 sk S4o] Az thath wei
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o
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= AFE AHeStE 7199 B o
Bt #5 Al (bureaucratic) 22+
A 28 st dekg AHE-sheE 71 9
Ao 2 I (organic) 2 F2E 55

A AT 788 47 AFY BEERE (A7, 71432 243l vlolA" 2t
3, Ahd Al )o] ol A A3 57hA] AR WEE sty 2 BAE A
2 AW EH o} drh

ne)
mglm
r_—%
OJ,
uﬁg
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’38-& of7] 3H(White, 1986 ; Miller, 1987 ; Gupta, 1987). olul] Z 2o 2|3+ FRERE (task
environment) ¥ E&dAdol Fo0H £&54F 242 Bt B2 FH A2 % (information
processing capacity) & 3 8 2 3t7] ®Wl &l (Duncan. 1973 ; Galbraith, 1973 ; Tushman &
Nadler, -1978), ©] Bz RIS Aad 22 7Txuohs 229 WM Az S AduH oz
FEstr FrkeE A {718 2AFE2E ez o gy w59 Bdshd A4F
Azbel At 2 R ko] i JEEE 2E Ao AddEd ey fHS THEY
ol F7HE & SMBEIEN KRB EZ T @BREY 7124 d5 &S 23t 39
{boundary spanning activity) & SHAI L L2 AHEEH S Z42A1718 317] ul &)
(Tompson, 1967), &5 B2 175 (boundary spanning activity) & ®33te T fE o
go] Fidith &, o] A AS Lu|Ae] & A FV|E T YFH 9] Wl
&3 et or ey o 2F S A G Loz TN F EH
(decentralization) & &3t 243 xste] & Folth ola) ZHWR-o] A9 5 Fo|
© AE olg g &Y Fo stutol]r] vEol AAo g AF9 £71 A& Ao

L=

>

r
.
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ojg} Wi} AT}FEE M FfrEH S 7 A Aty ER AEL 5 eHow

Aiteted GAHE B Bl F2 A Hol 1 o 2rt5e AES %tﬁ*lfﬂt}(wmte,

1986 ; Miller, 1987 : Gupta, 1987). ©]&] 3t ol Z7}53 ArslolgiA) = >

23 BEA A TR 3L FU5E Aol fYsith F, 24L& =¥ B

3 =2¢te] A E(works) S HFLa 2 AFULE S8 JdFHAES FE3A o
i

F73
=

rhopAl g Apd st Ak AR Es, nAAY, 331 5& F3 AFS 2 3Ee b
A4S oo wEkd oA o] ke 2 &7, ZAAESY] Fd A A A4S e
& ok {7l mEol 20 B2 234 4FES gtk a8y o] A duky o
2 A F7IEol A7 E AAE A HEA YY) Boe F2 vlolA Y 2w 93
F7l Wl Vgl Apds A vad o
& o 3Uth Miller(1987) %= o] Aol ¢ B8 H&n 3758 4¥E 258

= AEY L 2 Ao s wdgn

EFETR 8B5S vl W 8#/ME 492 ez 4TS 1 EFoz 87 i
o ddiste nAe FHe UFE Ve Lin 2 EE S
S-S ol 2o AF 4 (market diversity)% A Al 7| ol 2 o) glol Ak
FEH b (divisionalization ) ¥ &S v] A oh( Mintzberg, 1979). thA] D31 H, EETR BB
2 ohFE WE/ME SFIE SelA Aoz B53H7] st M2 T8 AF B Al
o 24& ZFE EHHU FEHES 22 dgE Ao 3}, o] EEgS o7 MY
FEHES aHH o= Fitlstr] st ZF FER JA & FLsts & ol olel 3
¥EER B2 % (performance control system ) ZF F¥EEo o] #EHEPT LAME =
o2 Mk Avtd o2 FEEFINY MRS E Z A et Mintzberg, 1979). 53], o] B
BE-S v w99 858 93l A8 FAASES st AHESAIT 58] ARE Y



Ag7tA e =98 /L W NAES AHEstn e BEREAY et HE0E A
el AatA = oldue} Mo AEH AHg A3 MU 2 FE 540 87
T g T AUtk waA 4 714 2H T2 B4 BIEEN g2l M2 og e
gt dE E3d, 45 A52 5L 2 Ak g £E8/58 fE v
ol ¥ fEES 7t B2 2F T2 FHl, A28 A HEEMIY (mechanistic) 23 T2 £&
Minzberg(1979) 8] “B&M— EH#HY 72 ¥ B (machine-bureaucracy ) 9} frAFstE g} 3t A o]
o ols} ¥ 7l H Al apE st HRYE 2 AL B el oE/ 5 HEY vlF
o] B [EEY 7t AL A ZEHES HFe] 2 22T X FHE HE Aeow #d
gk A EEtHE, B (organic) 2 A T2 & Minztberg(1979) 9] “Adhocracy” 2} A}
stelcte Aotk =7, mlopAR ApEste ke T 2ATR Fuo $04 548 v
Aoy, AFPA N Ak FEME 2 TE2E UEHE o2 AT BEEERle 5
IR AeH AL 93 a7H] A AT AP HAE o) E W vt E
HE YEhdtta & o ok mEbN 24 BEgEi e 2 2o] 9o AF AT R
WV e E

<8
Ao

Jm A

frafl
A9 g2 AHSst T e BERERC] w2} ) B Hittel M= dadh

(&R 1-1) 971 BBES AH8ste 7192 ddd oz 5L A, ARk A%, &
B/ ot HES viFo] 1 [EES B Bon HEHE vSo] g
(BRER 1—2) Sy ML BEg S AHeshe 7192 Hik Ax, ARk A=, £/
ot MES viFol T HEE ] Bt A om LB vl o] ¥k
(3R 1—-3) vlolA R A8 3 Bpgg AH8ote V1YL A7ams) 7eHel Ads) A
< AHESte 7 E 1A 2472 54 & Zeth
(B3 1—4) BT BIES A83te 719 HEMLE A=t 4
I HPYE 2 AR A=, REl/5 HEY vFel &
128

qow ¥t g
T HRES) mh w
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B2
AAGA S S AT ot BAGIER) oo} @SS CRME 49 BAY A= o
2,

(BE& 2—1) Q7= Bag S AHeshe A9 71983t FPE A, AsUE A=, AF

/KT HEL vEH B ARBAE de v, TENES] vsdE A
,?1,1—_1,]-74]":‘ 7]—_‘:_

(B3R 2—2) 71&84 A3 BEg S Ab&ste 49 718 ste Hik 3%, At 3

LB/ 5 HEY WS &9 FAAAE Ze O, TEHE ¥
e EY AEdAE At

(B3R 2—3) Al BRE-E AHEshe 29 7IdA e FEME B2k o] a8

e a8z ZiUE A, ARt A=, 28/oH HES ¥SH E

o) FABAE Ze v, LEHEY vFAdE 49 JEBAE A=t

(B3R 2—4) vlolA 8 AEsl BEg S AH3te A Aol A58 2472 HFER 7Y

dakgre] gaaAzr A F e g ofsith

H‘I

A
N
N

M. W5k
.1 A

HERE T TERAE ) 39w P(1986), F74FE 7o) =X (BERE T LEREE, 1986,
1987), 18] il ﬁéé?l%ﬂ}@@«l AAEA 5& Eo & o S-eldgd A AHFEH =
do] BEAZS A2 Az Qe 7IYEL g 2Nt SAEA & AT T

NGEZ FUA A= A FAE AGT BAANFY 78 BFE &
1ol thAl &= 5709 A= AFAE AT TN N1HE AR BEE
(Population) 2.2 3tth & A7w 2P ZE 7|4 S0 tstd &2 A LB o
o, 2 A3} o]n] mAIAAY F gorg 4 Qe NFEN FAE ARG 7IdE

= & =2
Ao 5l NPES AFAQY EAo R 33T gk 2 79 2999 2

o 2H4 o] 7

mlm
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B stedlol BUAES e 290l ololute AFH BANEFVL RS 35
2 A1 GAA T ko) BATS ol AW 18 A ge A 3 %
=3

.2 @&l 25

FHEERKO) B Ao AL on] APAF (o] R oAl A =R e}, o] ¥
FES BWR/ME A9 Adn A7, vlolA R L A SH A Ao fA
d A AR S 23eth 1811 o] M E-E Porter(1980) 7F A A 8 =9 A fi 5o 7]
23 == AgelM Hekfd S e 9 Kim# Lim(1988) 9] |79} vl d o
A4 1301%F 970 M 57F Kim® Lime] M 2F &8 vkad st lom 19 AFE Aol A

S e A 9A Fift e 2 delA

ArE gu)gtch o] R A 3l Astond 7 (Pugh & Hickson, 1976 : Inson et al.,
1970)ol M= 22 ol el sl B EL 16709 75 s FES T 72 75 dis) A
w77 EA ALY AR 2A Frksdt E AFe oldd 78 EdE vt 7Y
Eetoll ARt o g EAQE 7 de 18719 7eES dA £/t 2 75 g8l 1 7lE
e HEdte Aol EAGEAY AFRE B F AEQNH] SAstE 7159 #2A
HL A= E SR AL A= 2 dolM 22744 o] I Aoz
AoE A& ov|gith o]32 Aston ATl MG w2, A AE s 22t
EA st FAY o 249 ol fAEEHN FASAT FAAR FA L ofef e 2
=2

i

a FAA0Z EAsE RS & (84)
(o 1 AASTA, EXBAFA) ge 0
1-—5 1
6—10 2
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16014 4

b. 2z &{AE
fe 0
HuAgAT 1
F94sT 2
RE¥MEE 3
c. AFAE AT A A 1
d. 2578 AFHAA 1
e. AYFAE AP A A 1
. HuAGFTE AFEAA 1
g. A RA 1
he A 2 A3 Hdg A 1
LA g 2 A A 1
AT AN L NEE Y B 1
k., A PN A7RA 1

aela HEIE ASE 2R FEHHE 2831 e ARE 9u|did. o
AGA kg o Aol 9 A EFAA SHA 2
27 0] AT ES W) 5D e AABFAEY FUF AR e vFoR
259t BEY B HE A5V A dAECA Eusr] ke FA R R o
ofob g 2 R0l B F 714 71 499 dAFEN ZR3AT. B/ HE Bl
NGxA, AHA Y, AAEA, AW AAF FE)FA e} Zo] AW AR U5 E
Astal B F8etE JFE 99T e FAY o] AA FAA SN da) AA =

=gaity. Loz, FREE WFe A, 37, 74, A% F 2H0l

Rl

o
Ar

CERET HHAA Aol wFol net A8e HE st o 499 TR

=
=
E52 Budow Bew Baskdd WY B A7 A9 £0A AwS AN} 5



£ Alctadlon wojetol o2l A HASS WIS AARFES $8 nedaA
REA ol2 @ AT A4S Ao Fohehol B ATE 7)1E AT A Wol ThF

o % b ol AN, 2 EHHER (el /M)t MEEFEL(H Aol o)/
A 2H 7 %MM% 24 sch

B A7E AgaT Auto A Vel vhe} 2ol Sejviel AiFE Aol &
Aol golHow waky 1981 —1983 & 1984—19861d ol 2t F 7| HE B-Auld oz &
th wEtd A E B4 % 717 47l digte FREAG. FAA 4
A AP AT A FHE BT o) MRS BaSo] g A tEAE A8 A
(7131 9 AZ) 585 H (ANOVA)E ol &3t on, Z S Wirsst 71943 ds
7he] TA 7} BkEE B whel ol 9 A 2R S 2AISHY] el (FHA29) HE) 7 BEETEE R
o Wi47he] A S Spearman FBAFE TH 2N Hristh olw Spearman i #A
S5 5ol e 2 BESHEE SR RESE R ofH Y FEo] HEE TAHAA
E3tojof g7 W&ol

F}E

2
to,
BN

V. roesss

(# 2) & HBHEE FRE ol Bakitd el oW g Aol & BoleAdl &t FETH
Aoty WAzt xAFx wsEe ENFEFHE A9, F7170 254 HFL
Ax, ARME A=, BES BT BagiEdel 98 2ol (p<.01)E YERZ oH, X
BIE wED FEHL B 22 iAo Fl5 7| F42 Y Aol YE
At} o)l g Abd-e EBgRo] et 22T x B4 feHeR tage Ag v
g, oA 0w 2AFEG 2 TR E AT FHBA I EAE B AT A
FEE A 2AFE FATAV SAEE, AgHEF 2HTx SN B B
g 3ARAE Gotry] s 22 5AE FAE D87 Atk ANCOVAEH
of o8 ZAFR AAEZ AA o]F ] F—gg BollA B dntdor AA LT
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BEE 7 AN (53] HAA 71 Mo dEse} T3] A AT

U 7 BER EE RHARE AN, R, DR BEES ALEshe BERH 39
A9 HFUE % AA( =S BES B A BIES ALg sk WSS S A 93
S bR Ee Woldlth 2T MF A fele ofshd GBS BB Ho)
e B WH, FHEAE HEY N E 43 2L X2 vehidh og 3 5

5o BEEEE 0] AR MRS HUHE BN RSS20 e gt ¢
G ootk S, EEAEH AP WA ASShi WAL 49) 29 T E B9 WaRE 2
2 ASshit ML 2 Akl A= EE B o) ohE BEE no fozoz

2 Holqlth, 12la BAA §949L FstAR 7MY 2 TEME HES Ve ol
4B/ 5k FEY VFE AU Hos G2 HoUth ol ¥ S EL BEEE 47 Y F
oz A EEHEES 21 USE dvida ok AA, wholAlE EFiL BEES A
£33 BELEE 12 HYL 2 AL Ax, PEEC] 8, LEHE HLES o] dAZFHo=
BRBEEE 39} 49 S04 e Uth vlA, T iR A EETA BEES AHSshe
BREREE S o A$ FELA o AR 2 thF GAY FMEF 3% 7 SH A
AR FE g stn Qe o T thE EEgll st FofHom 2 Aol

23k, HPME 2 AR =9 R &l 2l 7HE & #2E bl olHE A
Ao BEEEE 59 - FEMEI T7he MRS WREE 21 USS B FHn B+
ot Zog FEYD 7IPdER FAE AFT 29 AL F Bl 7ol HFE R &
ft A%, EEY gl Aol 7 3 £ & Vel en, THEE HEo] BIgiF 40t
aA g #Holnh olH T AHEE R H - AL FAVIFEC] HFE BEREE 29
7% BHt ARHEE (simple structure) & 23 S& gt n & 5 Utk ZEH2E,
A G7A =93 (F 29 Aibe= FolH FAE M 19 1 HRIMEES AxHer &
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&2 AR A0l W2 ABEHEES] 2RO M HESH)
1) (1981—1983) HARsIeN A o] 3 7 gk
B B8 B
1 2 3 4
vho} A € E R T HilrgEws
eSS %= 5l 1t PR £ 9 F-3la) F—%(b)
(n=10) (n=13} (n=6) (n=15)
7 M (£ 3 = 6.76 4.43 9.94 5.66 4.739%** . 661
(3.13) {2.11) (4.47) {3.03)
LAk A = 8.53 3.60 12.08 7.95 5. 727%** 2.214
(2.36) (4.64) (2.83) {5.56)
ZEEHMAEARA=E .00 .00 .05 .05 .571 2. 668*
{.11) (.00) {.13) (.21)
BB o 7.04 4.70 7.27 5. 84 5. 727*%* 3. 525+
{1.35) (1.57) (1.34) (2.14)
B/ TR EALE .02 02 04 .02 , 696 L 424
(.02) (.03) {.40) (.03
TBETEIILE .14 .15 .12 .23 2.664* 2.454*
(.04) (.07) (.06) (.14)

1) 2EQS] FAE REARL

2) F—gk(a)= 170 ANOVA Eeld, F—gHb)= ANCOVAe g8 28732 a3E A A 23y,
¥ %k p<.01; %% p<.05; % p<.1

2) (1984—1986) fifEloll Al o] =3k

B B B
1 2 3 4 5
vlolA® SR AVIREE HfidEE EEYR
S £ Ak mER = 51t F—#a) F—a(b)
(n=14) (n==13) (n=6) (n=15) (n=96)
7 M & A = 8.71 3.89 10. 33 6.38 13.66 10.836*** 2.425*
{4.67) (1.28) (4.97) (2.77) 11.42)
o A kb 3 = 9.44 2.89 1111 9.53 14.16  13.717***  7.462**
(3.50) {3.01} (3.69) (4.22) (1.47)
FEE XM A = .04 .00 .00 .01 .35 6.162%** 2.101*
(.13) (.00) (.00) (.05) {.43)
B B 7.09 4.51 7.83 5.91 8.50 9.376***  4.114**
(1.34) (1.08) (1.31) (2.09) (1.87)
B/ T EALE .02 01 03 .02 .03 .938 . 361
(.02) (.02) (.o1) (.02) (.02)
TETEALE .18 .15 .13 .23 .16 1.776 1.554
{.06) (.05) (.08) (.14) {.04)

¥k k p<.0l; %% p<.05
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(F 3 2 BEgErol A SRR o} MBS oL o) JERB HERBAGRE A% Aol
FEFE AHRA ST ol & AR A A Y #EUF 7 RE (ordinal scale) ] 73 ¢ A& 5 ¥
(Siegel, 1956), T# A<l WH o 2 & Spearman HEHFREC <13 W 3 Kendal ABRARE
of ok ol ok K M3 A% o F el g% EAAREL A2 ol vt
o} (F 3)& Spearman FHRACRELC) o1 ¢ Z & A A)SIS T

A, 7t BEES ARE-sh BEEEE 39 FfirgiEr 2L BBES AMS-Sh BEREE 4
F ol wate] B o9 tf 2 AHRARARE S VER L ASS U 4 UTh =, BBERE 3

749 ARA HAE A At FERHH LS 20 IEt B8 25 tsld 543
2 fFAg(p <.1)ES] HERGRE JYepil o, THEAE HELS SAH R Fo517]
T o =& a9 HERIGRE YER AT =8, TR iR AT AR ks 270 158

ol thabed Fo §Hp <.05)IES] ERARARE YeR Il on, fEge] $ix ¥ & folH<l
T2 b AT F& EO HRAGE YUY olste dHE2H o2 BEREF 49 A S
ARA JEN A L ok BEE ] 8 270 o] WatE 18EE 25l diste BAH oz /9
Al (p<.1) &9 HERIRE VeI e, THEME HES thd 3o oA B9
FHEARAGRE VbR A gk, S A il e ARk, FFERHL, 8/ 5 $F tE
Eol Hi FlaEs 2% F98 (p<.1) A9 HERIRE JeERAAT oo 22 244
T BT 39 71 ST BBRIY T WG] =8 W BEEEE 49 V192
HAHEE 7 AL TS fiattel e AME & AIAEh &9, o2 BlEEEE Y 25
& 29, ol A Y ERL BER-S A& ol BEEEE 1S FA i A o B L 2
EE PlEEIY] BAE Aldstne o4 MRSl B A A Fdvh EFIA &
BERE-S AHE-She BBEEE 5] A, aFl/ 5T HE HEA BEE AaEdd 9% (p<
1) Ao HRARAGR 7Y SRl 2l Bl & FAIH o8 Fo3 £FES oY AR HEL
feet HRYL Bzl tia) 2719 K@ HESH vlud =2 E9 MRS Jetliz )
oh o, HERMHAIQ BEREE 29 Z-¢ AWA Hikl A HFL, AU, EEY e
o] T mtk FBEET F T (p<.1) & HEARARE Yeb 2 low, TRHE HE
T B FIEED GA Ko (p<.1) &9 HERRE el o] H 3 A AW
A RN A ZEEE HEC] A A HEEBEY TS, & EMERBES (simple

structure)oll 717 &2 & WEHS BAde AL vk Ty, 74 o2

Siid

o

ity



A& ol & BAEol FHA MRl A TAEA gtk Abdolth. ol A
< R 719 B 5 o]l IRV A=A FAAHE e Aot dAEHeR
Boga 227209 Aol 24 £ o AV A B Bk W Bt 2 U

e FES 93 2o duA sle HBES PRV SR {7 gEeg 51

&3 2} EEREOIM FREHEES WEETIe| FEE S 1ERERAR
{Spearman tHRBALREL)
g BRELRE2 BRBLBE3 BRI BRERES
(ulolA (HEERER) (A7rz35) (FiEH (EEHE)
Z5lk) £
MBS SRR - - -
ROS" ROA" ROS ROA ROS ROA  ROS ROA  ROS ROA
(1981 —1983) (n=10) (a=6} (pn=13) (n=10) (n=6) (n=6) (n=14) (n=8)
Tt A= —~. 121" L0028 —.503 —.425 142 (142 —.182 215 - —
(k%)
At A= —.407 231 —.637 -—.541 8B  .&28 —.608 —.783 - -
(kkk} (k) (%%) (k%) (k%) [(*kx%)
HENLE A —.174 —.392 - - 654 654 103 —.247 — -
(%) (%)
 PEES B 043 212 —.433 —.590 —.087 —.087 —.452 —.778 - -
| (%) (*k%) (%) (k%]
LE/HTEALE | —.40 L0538 —.364 L0455 142 —.142 —.241  —. 469 - -
THENEY HE 030 —.542 —.381 —.187 —.428 —.428 261 .38l - -
(%)
(1984—1986) (n=14) (n=11) (n=13) {(n=11) {(n=6) (n=6) (n=15) (n=7) (n=6) (n=6)
T A 066 .073 .34 059 .085 .08 —.001 —.468  .492  .289
LML AR —.297 214 —.044 —.159 &40  .733 —.528 —.428 —.058 —.116
(%k) (k%) (%%)
E % 1 e A —.284 —.431 - - - - =31 - .3 L2
(%) (%)
PERE S B 188 L2 075 —. 183 600 .542 —. 148 —. 071 —.314 —.142
CRY/GHTRALE | —.317 —.156 —.011 J152 0 .028 371 —.473 —.306 —.600 —.657
(k%) (%)
HBEHES HE —. 134 418 .30 .29 .08 —.085 .08  .500 —.200 —.085
(*)

1) Ros(Retumn On Sales) : BHFI& R (F2a#FI2/EHH)
2) Ros(Return On Total Assets) : fB&EEFIE R (RIHIFIG/EE)
3) Spearman AERAGREL

k%% p<.0l; %% p<.05;% p<.1
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Bl o, Abd el BiERS HESL AL Fo AVWAES Jehdd,. 2oz gt
2 ARG AL A Al EBg e W9 7oA F39 W dvtd wake v At
wE AT Helth, &, £Bl/54 @E viZdY #4177 2-39) 2 nie Jog
£9) wakolgli= Aok, oj 7dH oz AlA Bt A& o] oA 1 Y& 27T
T 7IdW A2 ] b7t A o] Fo] A A7 ot nxg B3

H e olUEE AR R H@e AFAR A&Ho]l 879, webd A RS0l o
& AAstE A Bag pEl/oi HEY 2yEe] o] 237 waErt 5o g i
2 ZFolgth o]H & 34 Greiner(1972) 9] A L3¢ 3, 4 TAlo A AAH FHER

_4

&9 faee] Z3A 2%
BN
ANFE NE8 A ool TR
Apa s g}

7k Al 22 7td Al 22 714 4l Z2 JHd A2

HPYE -+ ? ? - ? ? 0 0 0 + ?
AARIE + + + - - - 0 0 0 + 0
HEM 0 0 - + ?
P B + 0 ? - - ? 0 0 0 + 0
4:El/ i HE + 0 0 — ? - 0 0 0 + -
TETE — 0 0 + ? ? 0 0 0 - 2
41, #2, 7h7} 198119833 1984—1986 717t i gl HE ZHuel,

+, = FYFF 10% v Dol A ABBA 7 EA &
? 7t vt nte ARt Fol o)A BE(FAFE 10%)
0 e A S ZotE 5 UL
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2 B3t HEHR JES 5387 A% @A) Roe AR B gL d

(<3}
std A E T REE DAY 77 (F) Greiner B8 2] 3TA4), whebd o8I/ 547
ME BAZT AAEAEd =0 HA ¥ HELEE B & vk

2 12bol Whsl BewErol ek Ak
Uehh T gles A ST QAT B} ol g Thex
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A, B A3 714l Abgata Sl BEpEie] ntel S 5ol M2 dau
& W Watkde FAE NE &S 450 R e Fon. 9715 BiEgd
ZIAE9 B9 o 7idol vish A AiEs 59 dehdle RSl
o2 ¥ 35 Uehilen o] MaEdt WEHER = B daaA sl #
A5k olel wrate] 7| &l abHE BEgel ¥ S Fe Ve At
By EERES 5A4S Jehlen BAY MiligE 5492 v ws
7t go] ABTRAS] AFHUTE £, AP ) Bzl 2P L FE 7
GE 71l viste] FEHL A7 FAHoR oton, v F EAHLE FoHA F
2 oA BEEE A=} el £ dauArt #EHAG. o9 A7
%

_}

e AR SR A B o 7o) nr B AARAL Aa Aa A Fagsy 3ol
el A @ FEE Thdok 32 AT B, o 2F STl B 9 B AT
o A AR SEol N B MAEEste 434 BAE FYstdon 55 AYd
o o) MikE ST SERELY) BAE dRthed 1 et dda @ 4 9
=3

£, Prescott(1983)3 Cool(1985)¢) Aol A A= Fo] 7|95 & BEsHET

MR Aol S melat 7} whiEel, QTN S FRBH BRI
Sx47ke] %A AL 71QED YAl S Bk H A AR AT 5 AL
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Aolth. v ZIFET B FHAtel & A B AE 3] Sletol s ElkiES Wl B

FHES gdd o2 2R RARNE, o5 E4W H 17392 54 (Hambrick & Mason,

1984 ; Gupta & Govindarazan, 1984), 2 9 Al ¥l (King, 1978 ; Lorange & Vancil, 1977),

% 23K Schwarz & Davis, 1981 ; Stonich, 1982)%5°] ¢ g ©f mejsjojo} & Ho|r,

Al A, otobAIE 2bd she} e FdE o] Ao BExgy J3y A pAE

U AEE Fe Bag A Gt HEe] A4S F3e Baggy ¥ 21 et
o

% %

= 2AHQ B4o) 2AS o] =4 x YET & Ak 2eld fiES 45 7 23]
ke Bag) 40 499 2372 Pyt 243 EAeH SErin HAsr)dE
o3o] ghth. olo) wal Miller(1986;1987) 8] AT vlolal @ Apuistel Ag e BAE of
& 2472 Y50l EATL AASID Atk weba ol @ BAE 2 A7 247
z W5go] ATAA A g Alokagloz wulel YR BHA o2 HAEYS o
2ol B4 oz BFAD. o] BAY AL st ZATE AYL $29) wela
b woh g e Wego] newolol & Aol

WA, B ATE B4

o4

ol Az T ¥ 7izkel te) EHo T A7F A
e ATHE L Aol ol N2 ThE BHEEES W] ALaATHE o uo] A
ATATHE kst S fsitn @ 5 Aok 58 o e vl ATrso)

¥ A3 4 (crosssectional ) Aol TAGH wal A4 AEeo] 2 A FHQ AR
olUWH oA E 2 &AHQ AUAE FHE ¢+ gl ZAI S WXL AL S A7 E
o g 2 AF

<

o AFel AAbeHE wph Agm @ 4 ok e, B APE o9

oI A W32 glek 53, /44T o

A1 Aol = BRI WEHS 0] shs FAH R 2 agrhs A7 o,
oz B¢ WEe ATAAE the Aee] YurAe

2 A7 P g2ejekn BUE. gebd no 9urE ATANRE £

$7 Th Aol A9} wE A AT se] Bas
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