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2 ATE 7199 ABES Sl 1 F84o) ZEFo] oW V&N B2 1 Faol
2hs o] sl EQH T At AFYNOR YR 7S] $o4 HA%E) WFshe 3
sol mebd W7k S471988 (1484719, 49 A7, SR A1, A 0 2 i
Fokal 2 FA1Y AP AP E 2HRIY), 2AA, 2% RB AR, HAYA 5
49 2HY3e) o7} AEAE U FAV1USS Yo B AFHos PIe ¥
sted, SA71gel 488 54 acks uwl o pe,

NEArIge 2ARA71ge] S HaHol £, 7149 YrAANY F AeAA
B3YEo} A0, AnFGAe) 2vske] dALE 2 mPAPYel 21, e JFEC B
E4¢ wolm Qoth ¥, FIHU AL 2HRAT e FAHL vy AYAFHL 2
o, 71de] 9¥EA F ANLE YL S wo) BEHT Qow, 2RI} gAH
2 EFTE 497 91, AnRYAs ngAGHel o, e YIE £F 2e 548
wolm glgict.

ol%h wel FUHN/IYS ZHEA7IG) A4, HAA, HY AP o] B An, 27elx)5}
BAHo8 E39T At A7 B, 7199 4D F 14dAE AFR0E Yo 3l
ouf, AnAGA 7ol SIApaFel Bstn mYAGYe] A, hE 42 L o]°)F
o B¥ & B4& meolx Ach
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o] AZVNPAES HA FRY 2T AL AP =5H L vigoz Fget uvAy
Fe A& & 5 AR Y, AT B Alolo] Dol BA S F&E MY, Ve AW, &
vz} 71359 oheksl, FA U 5o YA ZdAbsis SEve A z7|IdE
A 71gyEEe Az &AE A 78HA = Ao

£3], olg|st HZo Wsld 7|PdBAEE AFH o HAFol Hn¢E FL ARG =
o] ZAaNJENA FHAF o2 HAF Y Hate FPsHA stdz, ool bt F471
EX 7IGAES d8iMe 7189 AAE LS dElste MEE Ve BTy FEo
HdHoz Fasithe Q14o] Fits] e ]2y

ol21d ZF9 A 719 HAPFL YU FAIIHEC] T APl =}
Ag 2P gstn vz g Fusly] A 7MY 223 AFH o sy R ziE 1 9l
2o, @ AFHANA = HAF FAIYES NPAAFOR ojul g BEAS AU e
AE A8 Be AL 7G-S AFgste AdrIde] Bgds 2oyt ol §4&
ga 2 e A7 HE SHAAY Al F3HA tFoixof & At AzbE

ol B Ao E FAVHEY AL 0 FAHLR gotay] At felvtet F4
NPEC] F73 e HAEF Y&l me} o]l5E E/HA FP R EfFstd 2zt &
Y HANGIGEL o3 EA S zlolg Holil A& 27 H B4, AgH BA, &
n739x 54, 224 %*é Lol A FHs) ozl syt o8 ATE i Sy

ZA2714E59 Hi8E] 37 BAaAEH] BWAE FAFHLE gotdt F Qe 0l&

T ARHoRE B UL HUEFS Foste 7IdEdA lEF
AoE 2g3te ¢ Jde #FEF HE AR ke otk 53] B dFdAe 7199
Faggo g Fo 1 FaA0 AR 21 AR ot HZ SHdME O F
2ol A2 o] sl =YE T e AU 28T 2BF G2 ol =],
I ofE AME 87 HoA VIS AE] fsiME TIed A @A dEdd A

Wl Zud el AHe) WK, AGHA) 7t B BT Aoz wol7] Heoltt,
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ZA 9 YAFF S ol oo AR KNS THE] HAM e FUEFY S
A AFE FHE ok Aot FFo] 2R AFAE(Knight,1967; Downs & Mohr,1976;
Sainfort,1987) 2 #& A7|= i AYth. HAEF2 Jele s wet G FsiA {3 shH
3 AR, gz F2FH A HXFA FAI'(Radical vs. Incremental Innovation;
Dewar & Dutton,1986: Nord & Tucker,1987), ‘A&FA 3 FH 82 (Product vs. Pro-
cess Innovation ; Utterback & Abernathy, 1975), ‘71€8412 79 ¥ 4 (Technical vs.
Administrative Innovation; Kimberly & Evanisko,1981: Damanpour & Evan,1984) 5
o] o] vl A JREA AHEEI U

B Ao e ZIAMAGAAA st e G HAEF] FHE edilt A
Ao FrhA] FPoz FEuA} shedl, 1 olfE ol g BRI ] gl A
2 e BE AE5 U&S 31 g ¥ ois FAEF B AeolE T3
&7 2 RoFm Qlotn #aHy| wEolth ¥ AFM AHEE ‘71EH A (Technical
Innovation) 9] 7HdL ZAUl9] 71&AAWAAM BN Aoz 239 7|2HY FY
gxo L v e Aoz AFoG Ayl UAls JE MEE ofolrjole] AY, =
B ARG Hu 2 S840 ol Al2g 840 =Y T3 2L FHE Ve 3l

olol thallA] ‘79 A’ (Administrative Innovation)®] /@2 #eld T QLA ] B
st 2AUY o] ARBIA Al FE8S FE Ao2A FY, AP, 2F7x, 3%, A T
of oid Mze e MY R APgoes yepd 4 UcH(Evan,1966: Daft, 1978:
Kimberly et al., 1981).

AR 23 HAPEo] L nAE 8908 FFEA I A A7EE T3t

2o) BA WAS0] WAL AAW, o5 WFEE AR 217
p=R
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4 BERHER

AH 2H4Y Alolol] o5 WEES Aol, & SEF 540 EAGEAE BN 244
8 HASF Aolo 29¢ wetsl wux sgrh,
W, B ATolM ] HAH 2HFHE AEIIGEe] 71£8 2 AIHART A5
sle FEel met Z1$d71Y, AFHAY, SR, HEATIAe WA B
Fotel AFgaTh ol e V1E ATES BN olF WEEH 240 YUgE A @
A ndste] ¥ AT A7ANE EFetnAt B,

2-1. ZZ|227[2} Al

ZZ #9471 (Organizational Climate)@ “ZZ7AAE] AL43he A&HH 23 F&
28HA ERETE HoH e, ol 2AA FoF #Ae ASHAA A A
o] 253 2HEAHo 2 2ATAAYLH JGATd & FE FAF 840]t)h o]} o
27 ALY 9o dFS vAE ZAEA, F 2H YR EHFo2A 23H
o] H48A it 2ATAHYEY MY F LA 247 A FAE AN dE A
A Mdolzt & 4= Ack(Johnston, 1976).

zF&ge 2ok H2 dFE AEeE Ad 2 ZFE e A v FS el
U drtdo g AFEsh AVHEE T3k 22 AAAQL o] mlAHR] A FE A&
" 3oz & 2AA Y IS FHIL e 7R BAH A, o)dH B, A AT
ol X3 T4 Moz AL 2AHA 9 PFol 4TS Fe 242 HoHL
o, &3 2AEste 2YE79 4G TR0 HsuPHO 2 AHEHE APl Y,
12 7R3t A1gsle dAEE )k «lAH, Burnside & Amabile(1988)& 2 £9)7]
= Q1o #AE AdF3le Ao BA FE FF AL ol &t wd, 2ARIE X
AE7IE Xete Bv BEAT Adezs ARV ol 2H &Y & dH S
238 AoE B 3l

ZAENY] e 7IGEse #HS A7 24 Bate(1984) = 23 9] #ist 2 EAE A
AA 71d27 E 4L vAde HE weln ded, AHIATE et 2HEE A
siste 2AEH B4 671X & AAEAh ¢4, Pelz & Andrews(1976) = AT702x3
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A=l

o
=
o
ft

AN JFA AL A JF SR A3 A H Q4o s O 2 IS
1 ASE ASENE 53t wauA, A BT E T de 2FEY7 EA
S W33 Ut} Peters & Waterman(1982)& v 9] 627 2$27|4EL thato g 3 o

TN Ar1Hoz we ATE WE 9B EFAY, NP, 184, AEA 5
o FEHU VIFEHY 54 AUD Qe AHAA ol ATEE Bakod 2YR9

7l e 28k ZAUSAY, AADTA, volrt 249 2713 Aol Yk v

8% 237 540 J1 Ugo] WAL Ao,
E, H2ole ZARAY] B 2YTHF 294 B4H 240} Wby Fehe @

TE°] YEh}L it} (Ahbrand & Blair, 1986; Vrakking, 1990; Humble & Jones,1989;
Grossi, 1990). &, AWM A&H oz Hilo] £257] ix e old] Hgs 22 A<
ZAZA7IY B3 2H Mo A FE o] glojof o]Ro) stsdittn B Aot B d3x
ol2{g #HAA HA7IAL vFA Pl Hste AEHog HAH B4 FR57] Y3
Ae YU E 553 2HEA77 45 AL FHoln, Yoyl A7 S3E2 g

B9} 2Ho] ojtle] Qvtol uet SHF 2H 279 Aolrt AT Aoz o P e
Zolet,
Ja% 229 22297] B4 BAS ATE BR Qopd obd7kx WU 249 27

9718 7Aske Qe BeiA e B EshA HEA R A7 gAw, AF7A ] #E AT7E
oA HAH xHo AR EAHLEA FEAHLR NAHHD e AYogE A4 (
Siegel & Kaemmer,1978; Fisher & Farr,1985; Nonaka,1989), *9]4(Siegel &
Kaemer,1978. Fisher & Farr,1985. Ahbrandt & Blair,1986; Amabile,1988), = 3= 34
(Ahbrandt & Blair,1986: Amabile,1988), 31792 3kA] (Peters & Waterman,1982;
1985), #1284 (Burnside et al. ,1988; Vrakking,1990), -3-3143 (Bate,1984: Fisher &
Farr,1985) 5& € = e, o3 2AEA7] 2 F 97 28X F4& Decotiis
& Koy(1980) 9] & E3td Aol ddAtdo s B/ vk
2™, 7199 §A8F 3 #3838k Daft(1978) & 71342 W3} gro] tiA 2 33
A e AAH, BYA (L drelM e FFEA) & Aste 23L& Hste] wko] a3
H S AAA €9 210 Q7] W& o]z A @F Ao 494 Il A%
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718207192 23 W3t 8018 F JxE FAIHAVIdET A&, FA4(Fe T
BEAFY) ol Bt & 2ARAVIE BY Folth EF 7EHAUL 2EHOR AFE R
2 8 AAE g 23E Fu Yoz FYFgin n4e oysts 2HE7
o] o]Fold Rog Hol 7|&HAVIYL FFHENNPRTY nfR o] F Aoz o4
b v, A9 84AL U85 434 7S AN dgEA e 22 249
B0 AEAQ Fde fzrt ZIedAnt diH ez 3A .38 F Avke FoAA 71+d
A7t Z98A7149 340 Bk A vebd Aoz odech #AdATAY 2
RojME #7145 AIHNEFo] dF-FALe] Gy v E AAE BRste HFgS
2 AMSET QoM aFrIde 2AHAENA GFFPF A7 kol 1ARS
AZ 7HeAel Axn wetA 71EdAIdE Y B Bt 5 AL B
Aoz dgs B & Aok HAVERE T EHUNYL 71eYAy 2AR V) A9
A7 Z2HBA7I7L FA Ued Blo)7] gl A7) A7 BE o] A vehd
beAel ad, HEA7IFE AAH o R Y ARV ZE Ao] @A JEebd A

2 dged

olael o5 e EUE ol% sHdel FHiz gela) nE hew o
A 1 AR AV A, HAA, FAARA, S, TAA G SRA
27297 549 Holg 2Y Rolck,

-2, =X|o|X|2} BAl

utzrlo g 7]gzAo|A =7 X (Organizational Intention)& H & 7o) 71GAH
(Mission)Q1d], 71g9AE 2 25 /230 gz 8= 7199 A=E JehliAl "k
Comerford & Callaghan (1985)2 “71Alg & £A 9 EAlolf, F 7I2HA A& 7IE
3 Ao oy 71Pe FEH B dutA xHe Y gt st 1gAtE e A
] AtAA ALY P A se] FAsIHA e, 71ge] vtete 71y o AE HAlEH, 7
el A71NAE v A Gt mEbd, N1GAFE S WA AR AR TR a A

—
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g wgdsts WP VI]lol Axde AF /AN /7€ 99E 28 F 7194

o @714 He B9-E £e 490

@ A7 71949 et zte 71RAQ] JHAE, Bk, A9 FerlES ridte A

o2, Hxd 3k ARG 718 e A4z EM HESH L e B9 g
a9, oY 71gAtE ol AN E Toz FAstE e £HYAY A HA g oy

8 AA ) Y717 Quinn(1985) 2 Vrakking(1990)& 2 o] A3t vtel 71gu] = (Cor-

13 (Management Philosophy, Management Creed) o]

porate Vision)& a9l 7|Ezzolm FHilel Ao H+HYE A3, Nonaka
(1989) = AFARY 7AE 5 53t EEHe 2 AA7 2HAPLES] ALnAA S
Wals 7bH eH, olRo] A A Halg o] BE FIAE 988 o FRIHA
o}

oA, 2 Yaleld 1 g 2] WelE YA A Hev, ol 2 F
Aol Z2AAPYLE] domz AL AL M 94 ZALEEY] 94, HE, §
o] W3yl $Asloo} st} WM, 2HoBME FALEY 92, HE, PFo WIE
ZZo| vigte WFo g FrE7] A8 ol& ZIgAE oy ZIdHlA Foll "ol FA ge.
2ZM 2Ho| NFgsle oz ZAANYEY Wsle FAd S =R He Aol ol#
Ho| A A&Hoz ZAHE) o] Fo] XA e ALR B F e HAVIFL HEA7H
vl mste] ZZ A7} B} Haed ZAAJPENA FEH T g Aoln, EF o]HE =3
A7} ZARLENA Bt BgsiA AL g ez Azdn. add, 719l 39
A A7 ZAAHPESY ALz, HE, $F, B4 59 HEE AAZ 3 FAARA A7)
Wy g5o|7] i, o2 BAAE 71Egald NF3n e 7IegilrIdet FIYA
o 2158t L YE FD9YHA7IHANA oS FrAA dehd Heg dddtt

ol4e] =SS EYE o] & sHel Pz Ad vy T 2ok
1 2. YPHA SAslgREe B34, Aedel 2R 2397 Folg B ol
.
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2-3. ZE[7H 43| E Y0 HU

ZAE Atoldle o7 e AU (AR, 1A, V& F)& ASEA A J3oE
(Interorganizational Interdependence)o] 2A3Al ). AEAHQ ZFo| 2o ZAY
AR AE S 2HT FEAAL] 4L 7HA dHstn A2 5EHQ AHE EAste
A& Asdgn /At ok 2o ® 2339 A3 AA7F Erd e A JEhHA e R
< ZHY R 753 AR S 2HQYRNAM FFeol & BadH 2R A E 7
3o HFHoz wgstnz} ste £HY &4 £E 718 2 °R#E £ 5 Aok (Van de
Ven & Ferry,1980). 53] 2539 713 &70] 239 AEE AsiAe 233 d4H/A
e AFHos AR BAY At 715E BZste] o] &3t Wl AE
Ak 82 A dol adel 2A3 A3 AAE erId @ FAde] vz g Frsr)
AE FEe R3te 7IFE] sowten old mat 7143kl A4 &85 (Business Net-
work)o] Bt} ¥IA3HA Q4= Vel A H U

olFA FAHAE AL FTBAL ZAHAHNAE oW BA Ae=7? Pierce &
Delbecq(1977) 9} Kimberly(1981) & ZA&HAlo| #3 B EE Fato] ‘27 43 o&

o?:,

—_—

A3'(Organizational Interdependence)& Z A Al &S nX = TLHEFEA AA3D
Atk AFHo=x Aiken & Hage(1968,1971) &= XAt T2 o] 28 34le]
AN Fhe] Alolol] Fo} FHABAE A8, 2R FFZEIYY ERo] 2HHNE F
ke FRe 2AE 7«]]*?5}31 Atk ®E3h Nonaka(1989) & 2 SAE B e AXF
2o TN Hetsty, ARAES PeHE EE F27t Do) o] o|AF)E ol
e 9 st 7143 2 Ee A, 713 7193 247 A A (Business Net-
work) 7} ¥]ojo} grhx FAe

oo =olof A5 ZAY u HHEF 2 FsBAe] AL FFHE =M
Z ZAYNE FIANE F Ue F& 7o) 2 F UAE A7) W&ol Al Hstet HA
ER3E 7IHYTE ARz AAE HFHeR &8 rheAel A9, O FedAME
53] 719859 Fas Aol £ FA7Ide AFAME A o] Hatel YA g A5
Moz e 71QYTE AF2AH] AAE FFHoz &85 =8 Holn. o

l
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213k AlZbol| A HAl A FLVIFES 7
ofof] A 2R ool AAE W oA B3 YRS HFEA o] EUE gr)YgHe
A4 HA ¢ E FHdte FE2R B8 AS

o] &0 FHAHLE =93 Y F47I% F 7Ied A S Ae 71EFAY)
713 A4 @ AFAH At WA G 585 B Holv] wRd o]eigt
- 3238 £ 5 de WS e 7IdRe] dAEE S FFFoE #aslux @ Ao
oF 71&8A7ge AFEAIFET R9te] 7l&dAl (Technology Linkage) #%°]
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B, dold Al ZHel Fa47)980] Y & Ak WEY wHo2E OEM
WAHEFEASERAAD) T SHAIEAS B & YA, 1eAT19e SAHA A
Z7hge] AFH0l7] qeo] ZGYU7YRct OEMAIEH S 98 754

Fold, A9HN7IPe RO NEAFS F5] A7) Hste] FarrtuelA
HL99E Sushna =@ ol FolA] OEMANOY s1R AN 2 AtEnolx
o] AABES Bl AFY/IE AR ¥AHS AF oL BEIHIA ¥ RO B} 7
QE271Pe 71234071900} B 92Q) 447 (Production Linkage) & H3402 @
g3m 412 ROz o4s 2 & stk

;.l
nT

ol w=ol5g EE o8 Mol Helz els) wd ot weh
44 3. ZH AVl 4E e 718, ANAA L) SRelN 24 B AEYE Ao
g 5 Aotk

2-4. 2| ALK EM3 HA

7149 FABF Yol HuAGAE d&e Jds A7 AHHage & Dewar, 1973;
Rothwell, 1977) 9l 9lal] Zzso} gt} £3] AR Hol ARG AN A AT e
Aert 2 Fa71g0e B2 /YA EAo] Fale] Add B} & gFE v)F 3]
t}(Miller & Toulouse, 1986).
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7149 853 23A BT S Aoz Hole HuBddAe] MAH E-F 3
U7t Aot <9)role] o)AbAE (External Communication) @] 7idelct, 71g o) &al
839 ZYdE AL A2 F e M2 AR fdol vi=A] A 5], 23
WRolM ey RE 38t AL @AV AL 2532 2R AN JoAR o dHE |
AslA gt ol ZAHAS A frEFE e ti FE £ ® 24 EFO
HashA =i, olgig Bl 43 JIAYTE HAe ofoltiolE ®rh AF 4A HA ¢
o}zl 4lg A E 7HsAdo] axvkg A F A, ol HelM sigride AndLat
7} Ro} A3 oz oRote] AL E S Bt ARAH R f4dd S THAE VIHEF
g 7ol E 7 g A- Aot

AA 2 22 750 HnAGAY efRee] PR AHAEE HA £ 43T G
&S nx1n Je Aoz vehtn ok(Becker, 1970; Rogers & Shoemaker, 1971).
Kimberly & Evanisko(1981) & B @ AE9] R ete] AL P et Bdur9 7Ie
A ¢ AGgYsle Az #AAE EAHI}AE, A4 #eAE] 24t
AALEAEE 71E€Y4, AEEN m5o AT Fr ol AadAE e

add, 39849 Aede 2AWREAH T8, 239 B4 il ol e 4
7} govt 718 Aeoe AR AA (A, A/, 2¥A, AZEAE,
F2, 71289%5)d 93t AFEE A9 Beh B8 Rol7] Wil (Daft, 1982), 71€H
Aol 2F3tn e 71€8A7199 HuBgAe AN X F3a e FFHUNEA
HuAGARTG ARIAAR flol Bk HAFAHE 2 ol webx FFEA7IdEH
71¢ 87190 ARGt 2ehe) gAaSe) urh & #L vt Aow

% 3 x84 (Risk-taking Propensity) =3 dA8%3 #ad Hu4dgae] giim3l A
o173 EAe] &tz welth(Kets de Vries, 1977; Begley & Boyd, 1987). dvtx o= 7%l
o BEAS FgstolA o= Hxe] By Hstex Y] Ry e dEe] Hx
e Aol mdX Aol Adolti(Taylor & Dunnette, 1974). 286, 1185 o] Aol
AQHoz YAE =7 A¥e Agstd HuBgas RgAYE S uF T2HE-]
w93} Al AzTHoz oyl 93 A" g4rt Fdh, A2 Khan & Mano-
pichetwattana(1989) & wl=o] F47Igel oix AR #te] mdATH AFFH APl

o
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e el A 2le-e B
2@, Zlg8doly ZGHA BF JUBF AAE AT AN FARE L5kn B4

of What A} w3

m{m
.

shasiche ol o] HUBE Ealr] A F5H0s 4
13FAe) RRAFYE WAz & Rolh #X%, F2719e) AIHABE] JyyHoz
HEEdeR Jhsd wE 4PE FAvt SuHE /S HARES AN 43 Yol
of #EH FarIe] AFIME FIHY o] Asiuct 2o O ABHo| W A
| avke Feld ZlesdrIge) AndIRe AGEA710e AnAdAng 2 2y

4e B Aoz s 2 & Uk,

A;

ofk

(e
tlo

0 N
flo
olr
rO(

—_—

!

[«

ool w5 R o8 rHiel Welz Fays uE UsH Bk,
7 4 7k AV AR SRty oALE, RUARY 2R HuAYA B4
o apolg BY Rolth,

2-5. TR AThet B4l

HEHY 2AolR 71RA AL SEHOE 55w, 289 G4 AES ol BAY

¢ AHHoZ o2 Ut 71l Miles,1980). ZH 4z olef e ZHeNN 20|

vt 4FHAME 2YSHE AU ¥+ Aok 24 Wskele S0 B3] Asked Al

2¢ BA2U0) AYRES 24 2 BAAALY WskE Wag s =, o 24
o Ferol 7t o]

-3
o

2o HAggolzt & £ glong 249 HA8Fe 249 37
ATl Fds] FEFE vA sloz ke

zA e JA@Fo| ZAQH vAE P AN 2 ATSS St 2 A B
AW E 4 Ak Mansfield(1968) € 272 2 ARt E ok Wof 71950 g4
F 5% E 10d ool 28X e 7R 84 wel 43stn e dAsYen, Ar-
mour & Teece(1978) & HF-3AEl 2oiM FIEHAA Aeo] AEFAES G471
les dAstAT AT 2l et 1eHA T BEse] 247 ojul § g v

)
olo
Ha
N
iih)
H
ich
k!
e
4 I'N
¥2,
e

il
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ZIEHALS MR 7les B 7IEAEdE tE MRS AFoly Hulzag =
Yooz FPHe= Zol7] o o
T A1Ze HHE olF & A 2 RolEE, 7|eyMd AFste 7IedNIge HY
Filoll AF3h= %“%‘”71?35‘}} AAE Bl AF 2 Y FUE Tt ZAAA
o] ¥ ¥ ARE 2olA E Holth v, FFHNFFL AHUES] HEY P
o Bt 3l 2 EYY S, dF-EE &Y U, A9Fs 59 E9E 7
ke, o1& T8l AF7IdS BAHC=R . ARk
7l Eol IIH ez AB7IHe FAA Fde] ol FoAA F Aot o] 7 =l A
ZEYA7IdS Addel A o U2 2AAEHE 2Y Relu, BGENgLe
T2 Aol M Bop U2 22438 BY Aoz o 8 3

>
ol
o
2
S
oft
N
Mo
N
b
2
o
o
ot
£
f
[
b

r*

olg wol5g B o5 sl4e] ¥z Hals) nY oo g
7HA 5, UIZHA) "SRR A, Sl 2RclN 2A4ste) Holg By A

ojct.

II.

rﬁ.

BN

FERAYY

3-1. BESE o AETE

3> Damanpour(1991) & ¥4lel 24 89S ebEA (Meta Analysis)& F3tod 7
Z 3 2 23 AE AYste 2AFE 2 dAEN Y o)t ol5 Alelo BAE HA
e 8% =4 2% (Moderator)o] Hu &S LA F, 239 HUAAE
doke 82 Az7Idelvk MujL7|doly, e Wl Fa7]dolv 59 27
&l mebAM, 28 BT ddF JUBEFS LR = ofd 2 AA
o] A HUEFE LR st mebA Afol7t ks 28-S &3 olH
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AFAHAE FAEA B Aydxe d7ddE ARG FASL e F4A719 284
7131, EATHE 7IdAA ] JUEFo R TN ZARE 2 FAEFEAY IS
dollA & 7 Ae ATEAAS HAdBAES ST LA g EF T

agd, B A7y a3 AE5ES 99 FLVHES WYeE FEHZ(Prob-
ability Sampling) ¢} ol o8l £ Aodle W FLo7I1dEe] F2 7l € AF
& U W EEIYA S45¢ Aridvte] ¥dHeE AR veld rhsAel A
(Kim et al., 1993). ©] ¥-& 3t £ AT e 27149 71<d0 743 28 A7)
AEo] A3 TdE F =2 3-9F 2 (Purposive Sampling) 2] Wi o2 A& AA
3ot

FAHoZ BEVIFY AL o2 # 2L &4 d3idet, A REVYE F 71
A7 F¥0) A9F 28d 5 UEF 2 547 A7E Ee AAE R AE Hohtn
e FAVIFEAANAY F4714, BEAES FH7, BANE £ ZANA Y 7184

AgAHE 71 5) 7k B Al R4S 2] 2070 71RE HEVIHe R skt
of 2947 FEol A2 X & UEF 87| Hdte]
FRFHARTHIE PE FAVUFTENN 9 s e AL
A} RS Hrhdel Ak i 58 S VI9E Jhed B A7) FxAkE 2 1974
19E ERVIYez AP, 2 olffe o1& 7IdEe] A 7IdERT Hel 3 &34
A A7 EAY w8 & AP =¥o] Zoa B 4 UL wpepA o]EdA B
EAo] A Jebd Aoz HZtE 7] W&ot

HA7|G A vaE s BAIGoZA g wHAZY JAEe AFHN7AFH 717
el ERSHE 47le] oz WA stud thE olg HEVIY WEA FF AHE RN
Al 711G R v 7 oM 718 9 AGENET 57 WY T AR A
= A 7G-S ot qAVIAES BN, o8 ZhdelA dFdle] FxoALE B
- 2070 719E BEVIYe R A3,

ol 4ol Axlol| o)t MAH g7t FHE 71YS BF 5900 eu, 27 7149l A=
g7} vl sle] A 1 o] F o FAHAEM XFE BEIIYS & 577001,

B ApoH FEFZ g A7Ige AZRYe FAEL e FATRVIELE SN

fr
il

rir
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NAFEE ddEopER ER7IES Aozt glov, ddFoz ZdEst T 429
= 3& AN AEAF-ENAL T2V TEYE 7 V1€ 1,000% e V1S A7
e 2 slgch

ARFAL dUEAE AX FAAHE HEAE AL BEVIEES HEIA
AHAFEE Bt oot HEA W& F 7IFdEF Hduld] ¥ AP FXE 8T
e AEAY FYFES FET 719 E 93k BERA wjRatd FE3 A

N
to o
N
i
BN

AE B FA9A B8 AU B FASYHAE B asts Ao e e
AHg TP AR, YLYER, FTIYLEYY, TTNEBAFHIL 5
Axstel Aol HBe Azsgch

i
ok
o

3-2. Ho| £%

E dFoME HAVIFES UIZHA 8o FEs ded, oldd dAVIAREY &
Folle 71edddm 490 4E FH3 olg ERVIELE sl

E oA 71&FA4(Technical Innovativeness) & #A 53z UojA] AlAFE 2 A
ArgAL, AFFo Mz i 2 e, §3&d € $5F8x9 1A S
A FFAAW B HIZAEE 53 AEE FH3T o] A ARE FRLAIEY
(Principal Component Analysis)oll ¢J3te] 3x4=(Composite Index) & A4+t ).

2 A7 A 7984 (Administrative Innovativeness)2 27192 AdFA1e] A=l
Arz Adststed, 29849 g e A7 deEtMe d8dgez sofsir|x A
uH(sAY, EDP¢ 884 %; Kimberly & Evanisko, 1981), & 7o = Z2 AR 2L
A ghetsta 9l7) WEo] AP HAGF] dolux e FE 7dEE M A B
FEANBF AR HrEAn, B A7 dxe FL7IHAAM BEFAEE0
etz e dEA 748599 e dHAdHe, dFdas g ApRAEs), A
o] 378 ggo g metstn ztze] FFoA FAVIPEC] FEHLE At e AUE

3

5o W8S =&3UHAGEAEF L W&o BaiMe BUNET, 5EHS, IHETH

[}

ol
FiN
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3 59 AEIIEY gHE FFFY). o]l WEES 7IELR 3o HBrIYEe] A 549 4
FHNEFE o= X FY3I JEAE FTIU G vastd 2 P2 E 5% A
=2 s sta, 30 999 o gh& Haste MPdAA Y FIHAAY g T

FAHoz AYYANEF HRE 2 28 YU8F oz uE AYgEL
ofzf o} 2t}

i) QA=A B

AEFEA, o] D DG A, AFANL, A AE - wx] - 537,

UYL BYFA, AT T Bopol A2-& Bl 53

i) JFHs) &AM AHE 8

Fopd Aitgl 9 MISAA =A%, AR 3717] BRA %

iii) Ak

Az AT 71 (TQC, VE, IE, JIT, MRP, TPM %)9¢ =3 &

olgA AdE JleddF AP FYk(Median) & 7IFLE o] BEVIAE
& o5 4l JIdTeE BRI

aE1 (HFA71ET):

N&gAGT ZGYAA0] dHer vy @2 Ve

a2 C1eyA71dE):

71€¥AAAL FHog o, AIFUNLS Az @ VIdE
AE3 (BFYA7IEE):

AdgAgde JFor o, 7S AUHLR w2 Ve
284 (FAYA7LE):

718443 AU E0) AR =F 5L VIYE

272907 AU &4, FU4, AL, 749 £3L Decotiis & Koys(1980)

o olain) AWE AENEES tel £HL Jhetel ALgatgion], nAXFYe) FHL WE
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250 HEEYS TNesto] LS,

2R 29X E2YH ALY F711 SuelN 2B, HE4
A7k o9 ehtn QA 2 el debe Batel, AL 22079 ojn)
HABNA A2 T Y FEE ¥4 ALY F9 58 WEeA 2Psact

ZFe) R AAE 71&AA} YRAA) F74x) FRo|A o] & Awu e, e
AL 7199 7148 29 BaolA B 597 ARBAFA e AARES 2T Qe A
=24 detae) A, R L ATh0 AA, BT FEIEAE, SR 2
NeAF AEE HHKE ZP5T o8 PR A J1LAAY AR AT A

7199 gaE 2wl Baoly SREAFAL AAREL BT 3l BES ovshE A
o5 B AAE o8 T4 FRN welsgEE, $KE ARrIde) AR YT
(M)A FEAFERLLYHOEM) Ao olshe] A RRo] AAshe HEE %2 =
Fargon, = shhe 37199 AAYLR(D)ANA EIgle] SRALE FT e A4
ggo] A Be WFS %2 RS,

AnRGAEHS onste] dALEH LAARYS] FAAX SWN AHu D k=,
swstel JALFHEE HDAGATL AL BAA HEL Fola on Ax AnPuel
F9o BHL AT AEAE dulste JoR, HRAYAY ARAR PEER, WEd
AulLt 2 AN Feifs, AR AR AR5, 922 A5 5ol YA g1 A
&g sty 2Hsgon], HugYxe) =@XNGYE Miller & Friesen (1982)0] 57
# HEE g3t ZPstAh

2447 A3 FAHY T SRAA ol Sestn e, ARHL A
o ey HFE(IZY T BA 53z BEA)Z SHARLH, Folde A
o ol E(MEY F BAM A ol o] At M @e] HA 537 HFA) & A185)
o 243,

rlo
BN
N

S

tijo
~




@WE BHaze] JG ikl BT KEBY HE 4

N. d7+43

B A7 /M S HF3 GA B dpelA AMeE WsEe] By EFHAL o
Mg Mg ALtste Ad Ao] (B 41Dtk E Al Y W+,E 5 odg
A &= (Multi-item Scale) & AH&-3 S A ol A= 2= 7 Z (Reliability Test) S $)
3leo] =R A (Item Analysis) & Al33td ), LWtz o2 w23 Cronbach’s Alpha 747
9] 71 EAEI MAFEY A9E 0.8 ol s By, EXG s 2oy RG]

U AL 0.6 o] Aol 2AHAF] A & EAV g RoE B ez & (Van de

(H 4-1) 2 A7 ZEE HeEe| By, FEMX % MTAHIF
¥ 9 ¥ X &% & | Cronbach Alpha

ZZ2EN7

&4 (53 3x) 3.12 .60 72

A4 (53 Hx) 3.35 .64 .83

AJAFH (53R =) 3.17 .67 .74

234 63 &) 3.23 .73 .69

ARG (538 HE) 3.26 .84 .75
Z3 9]

B2 (453x) NA

A4 (58 Fx) 3.27 71 .68
ARGz B4

)R olo] AALE (A L) 341 .69 .82

2883 5HAHR) 3.64 .66 .85
ZA T A3 &=

71&QA(AF) 4.81 5.96 NA

OEM A2l ( % ) 21.74 29.41 NA

SHAAMF (%) 17.71 11.16 NA
Z243%

HEd33E (%) 28.35 19.43 NA

°]E (%) 3.32 2.21 NA

(=) NA : A9 1S
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Ven & Ferry,1980), ZHAAFEE EADGHZ 431 Ye & 479 FEEL2 25 AFs
ol & £A71 & AR BdEo] o]F 9 FARA BT XFAFI7IZ AT

£ d7olA e FelE AN E UIZEA AT ARE Atolo] 2AEY7], 2F R, &
AL FEoEY, PR 54, 2347 Aolg TAHLE HFE] 93t Y ¥
AHE4 (Oneway ANOVA) S st o, AHEH oz v/kx) f3ez ER7E A7y
F o= F e Aloldl A7) WFEY HE i o7t A=AE HFsH7] 935+ Duncan
t}Z+ 9] 4% (Duncan’s Multiple Range Test)-& 2 A3t}

A 7H 1A AAE A7 AFEl wet 2297 59 Apelrt A=AE 44U
AHEAE B3t HF At (F 4-2>9 Ve Aok

ZAEA71 A2 ANME 71HAVA T FEFA7IFol HFAA7IGd vt £9
A & @S Bolal oy ANV TIE T3 2eolrt gller, FAAAANAM = 7
P74 2 FE A7l AFHAVY 2 HFEAVIdE T fo3tA 2 g¢hs Holxn 3
Aok FAA AL oM e GG 2 FHEHIHAIG] vHAYIQE Y & &
Bola glovt SAAH nARGY el oM e Hl A Alold BAHLZE {FoF e
2ol 7t AR A QSkth o] AR AENE Tt Ve AVIde AR B F
&35 Aol 23, BIHAN7IHL AJAZFFol An, FHHAZIHL o] A7A 2
o] m% & EAo] vehtx AU oY, ST AFAFAAAA A= Wl e Aleld
frelg 2ol g U + AU

3oz YArdwgel wet R &4 H "I o7t AeAE A5 2
b (E 423 (F 43 GG Atk HA719083 22 Ao &4 Alole] BAE
(F 43S B3t AHpd, 49807 2 FAFA7IHE BFold & g
B2 A7l gAHeZ FEHY UAve A7 X gRey el
A ¢EAHJ A7t 372 Jetdn glom nEArIge] Fes d5Ho
o= A9y} gREolQEd), ol EAX O Chi-Square TestE Edte] #HZEs) & A3 §
ANDRE ) 2A YA HEA Alolols g FFEAA A3 B Faaddol A
o] 45H I Ao

EF Agoldoly 719uAE Bat 2H X7 2HHYEANA o= A% I ourt A

N

Mz




BE FEake HUT ®Kitd U KEBW HR

(H4-2) HMT[AFEe SYEM -AAUBLHEM(Oneway ANOVA) H I}

w1 a5 2 JE 3 e b | .
(4 A19) | (1480 719) | (AgEa i) | (g | e
2% 247]
2 & A 2.87 3.42 3.08 3.57 2.93"
(L) (H) (-) - (H)
Hy44 2.99 3.67 3.17 3.63 8.02**
(L) (H) (L) (H)
A A 2.92 3.21 3.52 3.4 4.35"
(L) () (H) (H)
<+ A4 3.03 3.12 3.24 3.17 1.21
(=) (-) (-) (-)
IR 2.97 3.41 3.27 3.52 1.47
(-) () (-) (-)
=4 9%
Hna A 2.96 3.17 3.45 3.53 1.38
(=) () (-) (-)
R LR
7edA (A=) 1.46 9.67 3.09 7.08 3.56"
(L) (H) (-) (H)
AR
OCEMA4H %) 32.77 5.08 28.75 16.17 1.75
(=) (-) (=) (-)
A H %) 12.62 16.58 23.17 19.04 3.42=
(L) (-) (H) (-)
AR5
9 5-oo) oqAtLF 3.07 3.63 3.35 3.59 5.85"*
(L) (H) (-) (H)
2PAFA 3.29 3.84 3.42 3.73 8.26™
(L) (H) (L) (H)
=4 Yz
& J4E 19.08 37.13 25.53 45.19 6.19™
(L) (H) (L) (H)
o] o] & 2.68 3.47 3.55 4.32 2.30°
(L) () (-) (H)

=) ro]4F(Significance of F) : » {1, ={05 =01
() : Duncan &9 ASHANMFYEE 2=.05)
(H : High, M : Middle, L : Low, — : -§9% x}o]gle)

ay
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CH 4-3) SR

TR

oiX|2| EEY

a1 | 282 | 2§F3 | 154 A
HAFHo g 3 6 10 9 28
=) (21.4) (50.0) (83.3) (75.0)
I1E 1 HEAY
A5Ho2 7 6 2 3 18
g 2 71egaly
=3 (50.0) | (50.0) | (16.7) | (25.0) ¥ 2 rlERad
OF 3 AYEgAnd
2 3}1%] 4 4
I 4 FAEYHYNY
%3 (28.6)
(Missing ValueZ <13}
A 14 12 12 12 50 N=5022 AAHAL)
Chi-Square D.F. Significance Min E.F. Cells with E.F.<5
20.83 6 .0020 .980 8 of 12(66.7%)
g5 3 JErt she 2 YR AL YoM e FAGHAZIGH FAHA7IG] v F47]

Juch F HFFS BT gloy, FAYLE olE HYAtel9 #oF gke 2|7t e
YA e 3 A

7Hd 32 7GRl met =A% 5 EA

shal e

%3

Aen,

Felatel 2 ke wolx Yol

7Hd 4' U719 R

Foll w2t HuPFA 5

A

o, olsl HEAHE A (F 420 &
EAol goixE
WL 2ol A ol

l..'

P

A 4 k. 7199 RS Ve
A& 7Y 2 FRHA7IHo] v HAYIFut folatAl 2 e UE
71 Ee] v HA|grr} 9Rete] VedAE
A Ao Yehon, E3 Y E
A71ge] M Yt FFE Fe 3
o] 7} YA

Aol 91014 OEM 44
Fake wolw 3
r3Y o ggREE

A

71949 27 aA el o] 2ol & o

o} HSHoR &Rk
bl ol §8ATE 7EY
oV EARCZE foAF & 2

A2 71g el HEN 7GR}

ole] #&AHEI F& dFH F2 Uk

1m

o1& AST AUt (EF 42> vreh} gk 9
148N 2 FAN7IH FFge) M =2
o] 713 AL & HAF 1 gloy, AR 2 Ve g FHFAV|dwe] vH AT
Ze= Ao vehtn glen, AuFGae ‘mgX| A o=

vl FojstA &

dess

o) Aol7t EAE Aoz oFstn e,
A HUAGAY QR ete] AT HEE
AR g 7Ige] F3 F=oln BlEAIY
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71871 2 FEEAN MEATIY # BIENIEET fostA & g Heln
wojA FAZIAFE N w2t B FA 542 2holrh el S-S AU 5 AU

vpRlge 2 HANGRF N wet 2F g3 ztolvt JeAE HEH £ AHE (X 4-2)00
A A 7 vk viEd AFER BEAE A oid e 71edd] 2 FHFAIY
of BlEA7IY 2 BIHAU AN vzl Fo3tAl & GE Kol QoA 7&de Fuprt
& g HAHI YSS HHHLE & F Uen, o]dEe] floiMe FAFA
dro]l HIFA7|Gol ¥latd {ostAl & Rz Jeldn 7]EHANYH FGHANY A}
oldlE TAIHLE FF o]dFE el Aol7t YEA] koA o] E v A= 7|&HAlH
98 dFE Aot B e fldH

AFAAE JA7I9RE I S4EFte] AAE MEHeR 47 BYoy, o] MFES
Al 2ARE W HAZIDRFE T ol & HMFE Aloldd AAHJA BAY EAZF=AE &
3t7] 98t vk A (Multiple Discriminant Analysis : MDA)-€ 33ttt MDAZ
£ delMe e ARHSES $A19 2dte Aol oidet F&ud] Hgol A
H4E A 2)817] 993l Stepwise Discriminant AnalysisE A3 W49 A]7]& F=1.0
o2 st AHgstlh

2 AT =0E F 147 5HEE SHNFR 3t RS 3 27 ol 2

o] 87 W47l F A SHUFE AHEHJHE 44 FX). o] 87) ¥l st =&d &
#3412 Eigenvalue 3.034, Canonical A4#A4 0.867, Wilk’s Lambda 0.097, #9245
0.0000, S 2+ Eigenvalue 1.240, Canonical 48415 0.744, Wilk’s Lambda 0.393,

ol 7F 0.0009%2 YehY o]E0] 433 #83 HEFFYS BoFa oy, i 3
& &5 1,20] Hlste] E s v @ ool foFE T WA Yehd 40 £
717 otk £& Rez dodr).

ol el BB s dEE JGERI (F 45, wEs| HFEo] 87.23%
& Yehar ojM Ao o AFE(25.12%) 2t R £ AFH S BT Yt o
2 2= UV K2 £/ FAVdAE0] 2HEAY], £HYA, AT FEoE
A, ARG 54, 28131 ZARH A5 sty dAZ dBdE dAE FA%L S
HoF 3 Qe Folth

rlo
AN

at
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CE 4-4) HMT|ARE CiETY

E4(MDA) B}

Canonical o8 &%

% of Cumulative Canonical
g % Eigenvalue Variance % AaA S
1* 3.0340 68.84 68.84 .8672
2* 1.2407 28.15 96.99 7441
3* .1329 3.01 100.00 .3425
Wilk’
& F Lanllbdsa Chi-square e ERS P
0 .0977 90.726 24 .0000
1 .3939 36.331 14 .0009
2 .8827 4.866 6 5611
EEWa A
¥ $£ A g1 g2 g 3
oo JAAE .47887 -.04002 -.33439
2HRAG (2749 =}) .29018 .56478 -.03979
7le |44 .18200 .40100 .20901
A AW 2H(AY A GA) .34366 -.31633 -.25347
HA(=FEA7D .36643 .62066 -.29225
R A (A7) .27463 -.89207 .55940
EEA(FF9A) .39018 -.43401 -.63218
&l S8 (2 A .34264 27837 .90676

(E 4-5) HAMV|YREe HUER &L

Ao of = 4w
AAAG FAHLF 1 2 3 4
A1 - 13 12 0 1 0
(92.3%) (7.7%)
A 2 11 0 10 0 1
(90.9%) (9.1%)
e 3 11 1 0 10 0
(9.1%) (90.9%)
Zet 4 12 0 3 0 9
(25.0%) (75%)

(Missing Value 2 213t N = 47 2 A4HE90S)
Z%& (Hit Ratio) = ((12+10+10+9) /47) x 100 = 87.23%
SAdgE (Cp) = (13/47)2+(11/47)2+(11 /47)*+(12/47)2 = 25.12 %
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V.29 2 A

2 d7e 7199 gAEEE Il d AN E U 4zte A% AFs)
= A w2A vi7kA] UG48 (1371, A9, ¥R, v1galr)
ez Rt 7+ HAVIY FYYE ddE e 2ARAY), AR, AR F5EA,
H1FFA 54 2 2AYHY 2olg AR AAE o8 HEH Bdted, V39
TEHE EdE HAVY F3E SA4E 2o 2d ogd g

ZIEHA7IYS ZHEA7189 AT A0l &, 7Y ARAAFH F 71&d
Ao &A=t Av], HuAFAe drete] oata® @ mYPAFH] 21, WEN Y
o] & 548 Bolx At v, FFHAUYAS ZARAVEY HHe doy

o
i)
2
N
o
o,
o
kd
4
fu
i)
BN
)
Yo
)
A
oL
>,
)
lo
fu
=]
m.D]-
n
kJ
30
rr
o
o
N
)
H
N,
2
1o
fo
e

I @Al A, el JFE 9 o8] BT F 5A4E Holn AUk )39 v
7HA] fr3oz2 E5d A4S E5wE E A (Multiple Discriminant Analysis) ol 2]
AT EA S B3t 2AENY], 2R, 2T I AEA, H1AIA B4, 1ln =
A3 ol tidle tAl2 d#E FAE Bolu J&E sk

A7ATe Qo] B A7 o3 oju|E BrhA AFs) Bzt gk AR, NF
742 714N EFo FF FRE ATFEC] F3 Y AFAIAE Holn Aed, ol
ATZA T HLBY S FEE] A3t HIole 27 Aol MEA =AH1 A
t} olef g A7) dEAMEe FHAgE dpd 2ARH (A ARG Au2q], FAY
3} vlel]]), HAu (1A A F3F 2, 71e803 29 HA), A (4!
A ZGH, A, dF39AH), (. 2L 8N EFH EFHIET) 58 73
A E & Ut ol& A3t E AFME HAFH(71EEAH A9 E 1

44,

A

rir
flo
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o] 22482 LRSHT 2AAAY JUBES THOIR s FUBF WIE -
8 Hozm olf TUA WYY HA ATE] MY 4 UUA ATHEA E@g Ap
AxgstnR sgoke Bl 1 g9 22+ 9

A, B AT Z199AEFY Wge) Teol 2291 89 /EHABED 22 7199
4 750l QoI T FRAS WL Ak AFHIREL A nestel 7199 o
AEES V1Y) AUABTo QGO RA /YN F] BT AT R AT
Aol 2 9o 2 5 Utk A 199 GUBFL J1EHABF T F@ste] of
g olalate Aol UurHolly] WRe] HALEH VAW Y ATE /1EFAEE
z27o] 2T UKW Ho] AMdolrh, g A9 A, WA L ot 259 3715
qEg g4 AaE 2HPA FAHY A7|Ao] BHHolekn Ariw, oo
NQHAEES ZARAY AUoNN BAHSE 98 AIAJFEF O olshshe o] vk
B 2 fr olel@ AZdeld ¥ d7E gHNRES T8RO olsatn oS
gz AAAA A543l g A gstn FHsnA & 1 2ol ek

AR, & A7 2784344 (Organizational Level) oA 7]ge] AQHILE +28 =
RstnA Asigthe Aol 2 oog 2+ Aok Fhe AFENM ZHAAAY
NeYABES $4F ATSL Y5 2AID U 1 2Fo) YoM AR F71A)
2EAQ AEE0] Ueha glou, 2984 B9 71¢8el e ok37tx) 1 b
T Bl A8 A e B U F NG ZRE 54 ATz R 2o 5
oz uBRoR 2451 g Polt}.
olzigt Aol B ATE F2el FAVYES WPOR UM FFFNEF P U
BT gle dEA 9B EEor % Robd A9HABTL AFHoE setatn 2YHA
Aol AFHNEFFES ZHSE BAH AEE YPoA SIS FING

5o AU WEE Totatn she FF BAAT 12AEE AT F F UL Aol
o.

tgoz B 7o 4Hd 449 g WX AN wu Gk AA, B A7E A
Aol A QGHAES tate] A2 e olafel Al ATH 2 & 21g Aoz Bt
AT E NQYHARES Faol 1 Fayol 2D /eI

18
&l

ol

offt
He
o
Id
®
Y
ry
~
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o] R7tE 1 e AGHNLEAAE THD J1QWAANL A/ AEBFo sotgon
R AQAEANA NGHARES A19AA ALl FAGe2 A olsfste N2e
Azte AFH E 5 AL Ao,
1 2 AT7E $aka] AGASE S0 vnd B el AR 2R, 2o,
zA o] o R, HnAYA B 53 2L ol WSEo] 71ge) HABFe] I v2
59, ES Beld Aol o5 AP MY Folel B HU/G4e 4o &
A4 4 oke Be olaaiAl ° Aol

S, 2 A7E H4r1998e 2A4R vLE Fold AIASA FIHo 7Y
ol Agsjor & HABE] FHS ANG F2 Ak FIYEL e H JPdBA 2 Aale)
AQsAS 1AF DA AQoN HAV|YRE F o shie] Hez HABT) WL
HE g Qo A%, HAFEF] AT LHs} AAF 4Hetn g B A7olq FAHAY
o A 2 Folael gloid 7hE we AHE wolm Yomz JPSe] FAHoe XY
sjob & HABES) BFL 7& AT AGHAL FAG] 278 Aolojof Brhe HE B
%3 Utk

Aol AHG olgd - AHA oolof Wile & AT Uuksl @ FwslE FAA
t= 9191 ¥ 24 (Random Sampling) & F8le] & o Be EE/IUSS Ao & 2714
27} F& ] ojoF & Rolth.
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1. $34(1994), Reiuat 8AX 47|90 R S o 43, A =E, F=594%
71=4.

2. ¥F5EYPS N 22 (1992), 5000H7 | AEHZALE &8 HIHMRE FHUFY, ¥=5
Y3 2984 EF FAFFR.
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An Empirical Study on the Typological Characteristics
of Korean Innovative Firms

Kwangsun Song*

ABSTRACT

This article typologyzes innovative firms into four types - hard innovators, soft
innovators, dual innovators, and low innovators - categorized by the relative focus of
technical and administrative innovation activities in a firm, Then, it attempts to
examine the characteristics of them explolatorily in terms of some categories of
variables: organizational climate, organizational intention, organizational interdepen-
dence, top managements characteristics, and organizational performance variables,

Oneway ANOVA tests show distinctive differences in the above categories of
variables among these four types of firms.

Hard innovators show higher autonomy and innovativeness in organizational cli-
mate, are more active to communicate external environments and show higher
risk-taking propensity of top managements, take advantage of external technology
linkage more, and grow more rapidly in sales,

Soft innovators show lower innovativeness and higher task-orientation in
organizational climate, take advantage of OEM production linkage more, have more
identified organizational intention, show lower risk-taking propensity of top
managements, and show lower growth rate in sales,

Dual innovators show higher autonomy, innovativeness, and task-orientation in
organizational climate, have more identified organizational intention, apply external
technology linkage more, are more active to communicate external environments and
have higher risk-taking propensity of top managements, and show higher growth rate
in sales and profitability.

In the above four types of innovative firms, consistent patterns can be confirmed
by the multiple discriminant analyses in terms of the above categories of variables.
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