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29879 B3 A%z A% TR AHA FaAe Uk AR U & eRdMe ARITREY &2
ZAF22T YA HI7A] o]Fo ZIYFEEA BF JIE AFEL vBHoE 2P PF A7E AP
AP E AT AR, £ wRodMe 71EY 47 382 F /K &, (i) V1Yo s 22T A
EIES gEE dPadcl # A7s (i) 7RIS FUske AR AT 719 FYINS BA P A7
TR, 2 AT 289 F8 U4, 5, 293 A #ed Fei. oj& wBeR, & wRdAMe VYT
ol 2 duigle ¥F A7E S U =80 € F e AAEE AT

--------------------------------------------

I.ME

—_—

Ad J194Ee] AEF b e ARieiZed ¢
9723 =39 g WEy 274E duFol A
AutA dEle A9 AF Eoke FACM £ #
AU%ol(Byrne, 1994: Cohen, 1998: Euske &
Player, 1996: Goss, Pascale, & Athos, 1993:
Hall, Rosenthal, & Wade, 1993. Smith,
1998), A2 &9 719 AFshe gAEo M
g ¥H2 Bole ol 7k sl vtz 7|de]
FR3}e FEREFP FYF Aol (Bowman
& Singh, 1993. Bowman, Singh, Useem, &
Bhadury, 1999: Hoskisson & Hitt, 1994:
Singh, 1993). FYRUx, o3 7+x23 #
d dFSdMe FHHN L AL BIRA
o AAst A A% APHE wolx, 73
FAIE N7 QM e AAge e 2F

----------------------------------------------

o] 2302 AgFvel &g F=xdz gl

Adut oz 7|YFF22A (corporate restructur-
ing)ol& AT 7|49 A 74, AL Fx, EL
Z23 #e FHAMY Fadty 4T ¥dE 9
olgth(Bowman & Singh, 1993: Bowman,
Singh, Useem, & Bhadury, 1999: Singh,
1993). AAAQ HH A Az W3 3o
dozH o|HF F2ZAHL & AEdE dF
Z1gel HA ¥ d%& ulAH(Bowman &
Singh, 1993: DeWitt, 1993). FalHtiy, 7]
e ddF ez F223 A7)V Yl S
Az =8, agn B3 - AFx4E FYsior
Wt olel, dv AYE Wyt AYPd FolE,
3 Ao} g BE2e g Fdglo], o)H A
g2 HEwrl ogr] W&ol (Tushman &
OReilly MM, 1997). wepy, F22A9] die
ARstn, 1 #FE Az, o A3, 1 B
g yzuste FgidA e vdste AAE 3
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e - =5Y

oMo F2EY =YL AP o vy Fo3
tH(Mintzberg & McHugh, 1985).

719722 FAAY 2EF BAsl, Bow-
man® Singh(1993)9] AFdxe A 7F] #¥
Z, Ad+z23, 247223, 283 AFTF
Z2Z23E ANE v g9 4, AYgTFEZRA
(business portfolio restructuring)ol@ A}l
29 AAgE 2Aslr] 93t Ae 492 A
TFEAY ARl FQE A AR EH
AQje] #RE 2 EFoE2A sl AA
A RopbA %% Y& Angux AYse
dde ¥t $F< ov@H(Brown, James, &
Mooradian, 1994: Hoskisson & Hitt, 1994:
Johnson, 1996; Markides, 1992, 1995: Mont-
gomery & Thomas, 1988). ARIFZZ2Hd #
g 71 AFEdM e AA4Y HNE A
R3AY oAe £E9 HF}E 8FA FEEY
WYL v A FEE FYAAY ddgez
A F8 YN AR FHeE A AR FxE
ARse A Az o

oz, £d3), sl dd A&, 18
1 A e B F 2ARY S A sle
ek Qulelz Bsta, H7lel AR 71ge
7A¥ Z2AFZZ% (organizational restructuring)
ol &3] AYFR2A, F thEAlel A (downsiz-
ing) € 9vidhe 497t ¥oh(Bruton, Keels, &
Shook, 1996: Cameron, Freeman, & Mishra,
1991; Cascio, 1993: McKinley, Sanchez, &
Schick, 1995: Sutton & D'Aunno, 1989). 9|
o} #Hg 7|E AFEANE 70l ol@ I

SR N R S R R T S R e

TF2ZR BFE B HE SN gz
& 3493 € 2oln $I4E AWHoR
MAANE & USE SZe gt

npAlgto g, Az R EE A%
v §EEd 2FL 2331 e AFFERZF
(financial restructuring)& 71gjo] @9 iy
o)} £¢ & &8I 7|EY AL ¢ 2fFR
of ¥3E A=HoZN F71AY RPN E B
e 85E 9uigtth(Denis & Denis, 1995:
Kaplan, 1989: Liebeskind, Wiersema, &
Hansen, 1992: Opler, 1992: Smith, 1990:
Wiersema & Liebeskind, 1995). °]s} &3}
o, 71& oA e AYS B A4t ¥4

o] ARHeg AEE ERIA AU 2=
ABztete P& B3 dedY ¥F T AR
€ 71949 AEFLE AFAIe EAAE 52
AFFEZAY F8G F£E22 AAF bt gl

AR FEelA e ¥sE F13te 7199 T
ZZQ3 BEFA, SR FPHo] & A7
3§L 3/ 5 /N2 gEEn A U 58
F22AE 2P JYaUe 402 ¢ 4
FEO|T. AIHA o] MyYae #F A
FEL A, YA $49 AF(Boeker, 1997:
Boss & Golembiewaki, 1995: Fligstein, 1990,
1991: Ford, 1985: Virary, Tushman, &
Romanelli, 1992: Wiersema & Bantel, 1992),
739%87 349 97(Ahmadjian & Robinson.
2001: Bergh & Lawless, 1992: Budros,
1999: Chatterjee, 1992: Chatterjee & Kosnik,
1995; Davis, Diekmann, & Tinsley, 1994:

1) thrs] AFEAM F 7B FAE P dRL WIE AT £ =RdMe ZidTE2Y % w9 Ao Mg A F

7 FAE FET.
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JQPEEY: MY20ln FEEH Mlol Bt

B|&E T

e e A

DeWitt, 1997), A9#Y 422 A+ (Bergh,
1997; Chang, 1996: Duhaime & Grant,
1984: Foster & Flynn, 1984: Fulk &
DeSanctis, 1995: Hamilton & Chow, 1993:
Hoskisson, Johnson, & Moesel, 1994:
Pinsonneault & Kraemer 2002: Smart &
Hitt, 1994, 1996: Venkatraman, 1994), 1
gx 719 vAUE FHA d+(Bergh, 1995:
Bethel & Liebeskind, 1993; Frost, 2000:

Greenhalgh, Lawrence, & Sutﬁon, 1988:
Goodstein, Gautam, & Boeker, 1994:
Hoskisson, Johnson, & Moesel, 1994;

Johnson, Hoskisson, & Hitt, 1993: Kosnik,
1990: Liebeskind & Opler, 1993: Markides,
1992, 1995)2 TE3q & F .

A, B39, 4984, 49, adn 2
Ay 5 gt FA S0 oA g
731, ojg dFEdAMe AFH 43 s
e AFH7E 722 FUste T8 80
2 Zzda o A, JYgTrzzF e 23Y
Ao & UE BFoE AzdL e H2Y A7
HES WY o, A943 e JIYgT2
Z23e] dgagler AYsr|ite 7&Y AT
5% ¥z meidte A Acln FHAHY
A7t 238 €add.

1PgF2EA BT F HA dFEEddMe,
F22AE iste A8 F49 dFEde
g, Fx2A0) A9A4H M4 nAe dF%E
%3222 thFol gith(Alexander, Benson, &
Kampmeyer, 1984: Bergh, 1995, 1996: Com-
ment & Jarrell, 1995: Cusatis, Miles, &
1993: Donaldson, 1990; Hite,
1987. Hoskisson &

Woolridge,

Owers, & Rogers,

AHET M3 M2 20034 124

S

Johnson, 1992: Jain, 1985: Kose & Ofek,
1995: Markides, 1992, 1995 Montgomery
& Thomas, 1988: Montgomery, Thomas, &
Kamath, 1984: Norman, 1995: Slovin, Sushka,
& Ferraro, 1995. Worrell, Davidson, &
Sharma, 1991).

add, e FALE & AU A
A -AFH FYH T AT dFY AT =¥
d= B7stn, 72239 A 3¢ 7|E A+
BN e AeHe ZES vz Jd FAHL
2, 3% dFedMe T2z F94HE
A s F48s ubA(Bergh, 1995; Cusatis,
Miles, & Woolridge, 1993; Kose & Ofek,
1995. Markides, 1995:. Slovin, Sushka, &
Ferraro, 1995), o€te] AFElME 7o) F
2273& #PHY BFE 23| 23| 3=
A o] AYe A E 89 ohzl, Ay
A7t 9% dslgde F4E ¥Ha U9
(Brockner, Grover, OMalley, Reed, & Glynn,
1993: Brown, James, & Mooradian, 1994;
Igbal & Shekhar, 1995: Kose, Lang, &
Netter, 1992: Worrell, Davidson I, & Sharma,
1991).

AR, o2 JIE drEdMe FEEAH
FHAQ B FF AFL HE T A, 722
Aol Ex gdo], & Fx2zA ¥ (extent of
restructuring) & FZ2ZAd ©E ZAYNUE
AR 8R1e2 bdF3 o, oA, 7]&e
ATEIde 99, 7IgTF22AY AP e FHFe
2 tFe a7t d4sid

ojEE YAE FHOE J|Yge] FHee 22
Ao AYPZAY 1 FTo] st g3 AFE
o] A&AH g o]RojF & AL AALHQ WsA
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oY =54

£ W@ Aol7lx it} nlze] AL, 19709
0 Fu SN AY 4FAg FANE @7
Ad A5HY FFo] o= A% sletA HHA
7399 B&gd Y A4 Aot 4y AR
ATt 19808 AlZE n|F 7|de F22F
< olgg Y g AFHo 2 NG 719 A
A PFol7|x dt. AW, F22HPH FAd
o Z1gEY olEF FFS 209 Wel A
A2 oM E FAAYA Ao] opet 237 @
gor AHm gtk Wall Street Journal,
Business Week $& %84 ¥olA Yo +2
Z23 #¥ JIAES Hogk ogd 1EL oS
SHAAY. 7R F49 AuTRE Hige
2 FAY A 1A BAAAM B EA
S Y & dE V199 B 9T Foldll F
FAH LR J|dFE22AE 338 & v 7]
e g, FA9H AMARY AeE
A gustAvnt Jgrzxye 3 Aol
278 o3 307 AP, 1980t FHHEE A
Fd 7223 BVl AR Y a8
A ¥31 Jde 4%t FoEux, Y& 7IYgE
8 A% 7I4FEZA ] WHEAo R o]FAXUA
A R BAES 4A Hrlz Aed, AR
2 BEoE Qs #d ‘FAnLY FH'E
g M2 Yejo ngAYoE oA E
ojt}y, ¥, 19973 IMF Ale) o] &= 73L&,
A 2E B RE, diFRY F2ZAL FAHL

? 3

SRR S e

o Utk FA S| e FYoz n|fo
£ 9, o2 7dF2zFe FAe @717 Y
BUriitke 232 4% 7] A uEen
dojd 7heAdol A, ol HES ALY o,
35 714 S, A4 B APF=z
Z3) BF A7 YsAgL 9o H& AA A
oct,

g A7 EHL J|E ATES AHECEN
7IQe8 g F2RZHPE ARSIEE Yl A
Paglo] FAUAE AHestn, EF F22A A
=7t 71949 4943 ANe) oy JS v)¥
78 AvEaal s Aot o uigom
€ =BdM e $F 722 478 9 9
g AAsln, 722 AYste U JojH 4
FRoE Tgol € + e NAE AFstnx

sgct.?

. 7Ig7EZF MYQOlI0 2t 217

J1go] A3 ARA, T 723 WY F,
FZZAE Qe @ 712y dFedAEe ¢
F¢ FAEL dFo foh. Bowman# Singh
(1993)9] =&oMe 71H+2239 F3L A
%24 (portfolio restructuring), MF+ZZ%
(financial restructuring), 281 ZAFXZH

2) £ RN VY722 A 7l #9 e 2 Agrzays 24722 238 231 9d. ARF2ERE AR
FZz3 Mol 9HF FA} AS(Smith, 1990)& $UAY w5 AT, AANY] o1, &3 J1/ie) ARPR2Yo| AYIL Al
Algke A wet £4d W, ARIFEEY oY 23 F22Pe Aed 71 AIAHY AR g} $AHALD Fe] 7
37 ol ARlFEEY 2AF22FE YFH 22 tRe Ao U /U AR AEL BT 83, I Aol
BE AAWAL TAROIR G, F22Y B39 799 B ARIFRZAEN 2 T2 Alojd] duE FYo] E
Adke ARl dol] 23-& R W) WEA, & =RolMe ARIFR2EH 2Tl B GTES FHULE =g A

Akt
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7P EE

(organizational restructuring) 4 7IA& F&
3, 7 §39 7IdTF2ERd ¥ vAe 2
ARo|AY AFAQ S457 1 ZAE ANY
ik gtk A2 89 Y F22A L dzdd Ad
719€ 98k U5 B/HEE £EoE A4
HEA, o8 &S sl ARITE AFY
(refocusing) & FALEZ @ 7Iddde gqud
A ZIE 4E AW #EE sl
(Johnson, 1996). A& 22, Johnson(1996)
o] dFdMe AAY A4, A9V W,
719 AuiFze 54, a8x AFFEEEY A
3 d¥ F& FE22Ae F8 FULE ot
on, 7199 A A9, FELY AdHF B,
ARAQ A3 5 A A 804 722 2
g met, A4zte] Aol IdFEEA ojAdH 9f
Fol ojw g ¥t ANEeA 71E dTFE HEld
et Bowman, Singh, Useem, 18]X Bhadury
(1999)8) d7olMe AR HAF Wis &8¢
71&9] AT HE JIdel B A3 AR

q: Meeont FExH Moy ¥ olEy 1§

TE& Addd AQFERY, AFFERY, 29
1 2AF2ZAHY AHE ¥z - FAFE 39
o, ol 8 e EdM ¢ & IRl 7149
TFE2ZA ¥ 7|EY AFEL A F /AW
£ F (i) 72239 A& oo, o
Agolx 1YL FE2ALE AEHA Henrd
(i) 7ol #2243 & 3¢ 3% A4t
MA=E7} ol 238 ofEETE FAL
2 $3Y5o] frt.

AT uig o], AT FF A WA
ATEEL 719z ddF FREAE AZdE
g gee A8Q0E F402 ¢ Zot. o9
(2@ Dol Jehd e vist Zo], AF7AA o] F
oA JYgT22AHY Agale #FF ATENA
ol 7 8AE &, (i) HnAIA, (i) %
I8A, (i) 7199 AAAd, 283 (v) 23
AAUSES GAAY FR2AHe Fog t}Fol
gt} olojAlE HRoME o #Ze 8
#ilo] A HCZ AHEEE 3}

(28 1) 7Ig+xxde| MYl

297489

2383 82

A3AY a9

dAAYUE 8

AU M328 HeE 20034 128
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AN x=&Y

2.1 Aol THE V& A7

7IATFE2ERE FEATle Agagld #8 4
T 3§ 71ed R WAe 29AE 54 (subject-
focused) 2.2 ¥ Holt}, ojgjd BYA F4He 4
TENM = Hu4YA wAl(Barker M & Duhaime,
1997. Virary, Tushman, & Romanelli, 1992),
H173YgRA9 AT+ FAA 54 (Boeker, 1997:
Fligstein, 1991: Wiersema & Bantel, 1992),
Hn73929 o4 54 (Boss & Golembiewaki,
1995), #xn74zY "z A ¥y, aEn
AAH 54 (Ford, 1985: Ford & Baucus,
1987) 5% 719722 9¥%< vXe F8
APz ol i,

2AE AYAe Af, ANE AYE vkdEan
ol &43ld £ BHRF FAE HF3HHUA
#g 7Ide] AFH HdE F=d Yrte Rl
dwtHoltH(Tushman & Rosenkopf, 1996:
Virary, Tushman, & Romanelli, 1992). o]}
#A39, Barker % Duhaime(1997)9 4+
dMe HnAGA A (i) AGEE 348
FAoE2 & 719 ARIYY W3t £ (i) A
Folu HqHl& a4y A vjRE F4H02 @ 73
A% W3 Aol | F(+)9 #BAE ¢
3 ub gUck. olsh fAME WA, 209 A of
TR 7199 A9 wAd aF F9F / YEF
dTE FAF Beatty® Zajac(1987)¢ =¥
Ae HnA9A9 A7t B4 F44Q 7197
9 sgg fEazl A, A2 FYF A4
A%, A2 7199 AL 5ol Ay FRlejA
24 $8F 9% MAde AMHE BRI
o olFX JIYgTEZ2AY W FRAY 9%

£ nxe 99z HuAGdA AHE BRdn

1638

e 7129 dFEdIE 2] AYx Ye A
gy / 723 AL FEE 5 e FUoEH
99 AnAYAe] A Aside] 4o 234
< 933 SltiHedberg, Nystrom, & Starbuck,
1976: Nystrom, & Starbuck, 1984).
An79At FYste AHH AEF L #E
A A2 BA IS AXA JAIAY &7
A EAd A do2 A ® Fot. 31A
ok A8, 89, Y, 23 / £F AR F
HAn739Ag 139 2287 Adn Yde
MAAY S48 FEgE e $E §ig
(Hambrick & Mason, 1984: Hitt & Tyler,
1991). o4Ad, AlY 99 #dl, 71E A w4,
AY &, Uy W 5 FHAcE vy
Q] d4s Pz #3}(absolute change
in the level of corporate diversification)&
719 AdolMe] AgH Wsl2 slo F& WL
423 & Wiersema$t Bantel(1992)8] 4+
dMe g ¥ A" +F, #L 23
AY71E, A AR AYOIL, L& I{ FE,
B2 59 AT 53 A%, 1gn AKA B-
AF 3y Tol A= Asle] WY FFAHY 9
g2 nAde AME w3 b Qi ol AR
Ao, HuHFAed HnA979] 1 AYrIzt
% 0797 AU qFgol AFHA Wl
3439 4L vjAde A7 A= AAE ¥
1tH(Boeker, 1997). E&, Fligstein(1991)9)
AFoME, upEY A #- VEE ZEd
v HugdAgde g8, AFH HAANEE 23
99 AAd sdez g A9 A
£+, AFENZAMY APHgR AF EAE €U}
A7, &4 3 AKlY diE, QY #E e
Azt Aol UeE AXUE AT FH,

AYEAT 32/ M6E 20034 128



JidPExY: MYRQIN FxEY Mol 2t v|lEy 2F

ARA 2 AF2ZH S U F7E oHAY,
Hu739gA9 A7 FAHN EA4FH 234 W 3
%9 ¥4 #£7 A& ¥ Bantel® Jackson
(1989)9) drdMe T 715 48E A4
139 ddez FAE FuAINE BRE 2
o] Afol o HAUHog YL Hore
st o3 @ d7EME= Hambrick® Mason
(1984)°] 73z ut e AYA EA o|E(upper
echelons theory)d F% &, % A5 &
gol e A9Ae gAER L AAA wAEe
dste, APHolAY Aoz siye 9 22
29| EAd 93 4% F¥ 4¥E W Ede
AL A 42 9o

A9 AL Qe HuAIAY HE, EL
AQur oyt Mz 2L AXAHQ) 54 94
o] A 722 AR 9% R
t}(Ford, 1985: Ford & Baucus, 1987: Lewin
& Stephens, 1994: Miller & Toulouse, 1986).

dAd, 8% ¥l A4 Bled 2R 899
o utEz o2 WAEA 8 Hojgn Hotee
A9 A%, 71E AYe &9 £849E AN
ALY #7149 Ad 592 5 A2FE 371
NFlEe 7224 §FEYe A Aoz A
ol 71& Ao eREY] $A Ao 2L F
A9 WEE AEIA He ¥, B4 b
Wil aglel ojsjr Wshrt HEHo2 ¢S
A 8 Rolghxn AN AdAe] A, ALY
23§93 FAs dEFFHQY H& 2, A
E&4 A, Bt A2 WA e 7223 &
5% AN=dtA gch(Ford, 1985: Ford & Baucus,
1987).

An749471 AUz e 2Pl 5] 7149
FZZ23 8% vXe 4% A A7 AT
7z a8 gl oA e 1 Ut £F0|7
aA|gt, ols} BAFA, Boss®t Golembiewski
(1995)9 dFddEe 23 £97], 23 F4499

(B 1) 7Id7x=xgel Mgl (1)) dIX 2

ol4r A9 F8 U4 7223 ¥Y HEAY 71E dF
A9A 2 - A9 AL o) FA e AS, Jigdel 2 ARIFE3EA - Barker I & Duhaime(1997),
Z23 8%& AEY 71540l AR Tushman & Rosenkopf(1996),
Virary, Tushman, & Romanelli
(1992)

AgGAe A3, AY, 89 F AR Fe AYAY  ARYPE2F  -Bantel &  Jackson(1989),
AF A AF FAAY B4 7Y AHES g Boeker(1997), Fligstein(1991).
4 R Zke L A Wiersema & Bantel(1992)
Agdarel - AY B4 BA A g 94 5 A9 AFE2AF - Ford(1985), Ford & Baucus

AAH B4 Ao XA BN FEZY $Fd) 9¥E 2IAFRZH (1987)
vl A},
AdAe - A9 BelFE g B9y gl W 2AFFE2Y - Boss & Golembiewski(1995)
ZH4d B4 &9 EAL 7224 g% 9% vAg.

HUEAHT H324 M6E 20034 128
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e =8y

o, ¢old, agun AFPRE $o2 ot
T4 R durlAe 2YF22A AR 4F 9
7L HuR A g A JE wAdE
€ AME F3E Qo AR F 987
ol i@ vz ATE FYF o] dFdNE B
g, 7€, dAaE, EAHE 248 589 Aojgt
H AR, 3%, eld g wjeig N9, 4
3 B, 334 59 AL Holg HFAHY W3
g 332 R uyie Jold 4o
A A g vl it

2.2 ZA8 Yol =HE %E A7

TEZAHE FUske AP8e AP F A
A7 352 uE 9@ 23 (environment-
focused) e &3 e AFE|HBudros,
1997: Cascio, 1993: Chatterjee, 1992: DeWitt,
1997: Greenhalgh, Lawrence, & Sutton,
1988: Zammuto & Cameron, 1985). 719<
AR e A9¥A0 1x2AH 2L 7149
A oA dA e F8F 4FS vAe 89 7}
4 shdele AL o ARE 9y A4Ho &
Folt}. BHA AFEANNE AFolY Huxd
g nd a9 A HE FA9 Wi ze
719 T 3RS Az AA1hY ASA g%
B TS ZEF ARie AwkAq ¥z, A8
AY9 A4, a8n Az ¥ Wel a4
e 719 39 $¥3}(isomorphism) FFE
NF2ZERE R A98E S9N
A aglog thgo] g

ZIdFEZA Y] Aga 7hed sl AYE
73 A9 1 dEHQ de k2 Akje) AkAgl
ztolct. o|¢t #P3A, Grinyer® Mckiernan

1540

A R R R e B R e e

(1990)9) Aol 71th A +&3 44 43
9 Hag B ANHE AR F2EAe
Ao AEAQ W3R sl JPrEEHol &
He  UdeE B29d. £8, Bergh®t Lawless
(1992)¢] ATelME A $79] BEAAYo) F
7Vhe Aol 9 AlY 22 293k dol
n2e AR @ Bu$& Fo)7) A3 AD 7
o] #2223 ¥EE FYHA e F4E A
718 vt glc}. MZPA A3 wo| 1% (Bay Area)
o e el &3 7|YPES g2 ¥ Meyer,
Brooks, 281 Goes(1990)8 QAFdNE 2TF
AY. 34 A3, A9 424 31 adn 7
A ARl Asle} 2 A4 2ol e] Wato) o
$317] At F8 WHdEo] ¥4 AYL AP
oAet F79] Akl F8 #A Mu|A o)99) A
2 3¢, aEln 993 e 333 ge
TEZR B85S FYP3u IS Z=sgd. @
H, 2544 A ¥319 Z¥(Smith, 1991)9)
A g AR, A ddA Aol &g 7o)
dde Zse g8, 74 9551 dasE 7
ol mzsle 7, iz AAoAY JINE Eol
7l f3le AT 7ide &S AU 9%
B5ES FYste Ao dutHH, o] A% Ad
5L % dEAY dig ke st shis
gk (McKie, 1989). =&, 1980t X%E A
g B¥oz dsld GMit, Fordit, z8ln
Chrysleriit ol 2 AY 722 dyyd
AA", AA AR Ege] 3" e F5o A
9 ZFold A wizT 2L JIYEY F22A
5ol o& WA s¥s7= FcH(Budros,
1999).

EHFA B YHAARY AR A}
7149l A FF3el oA dPd 2HE g2

HYEHT 5323 H62 2003d 129



Liebeskind® Opler(1993)9] d7dMe HE
ol W4 zte] 2uigle #AE YWHUWAE EIA
o AgAor p2EAL FAF v Ae 4670
7199 A9Ad g dF JERE FHE T
39 Kose, Lang, 283 Netter(1992)9 |+
dAE #% 719 FnBG9A 95%7F ANAY
AA oo WaE, 57%71 37149 §32,
43%7} 89 AR AZAYE 3 F3s 1
o] g FZ22AHY F8 902 Hdsn Y
< B b g AW, Be #BH =9E59
AZlEn dSo= E€+38t3, Harrigan(1981,
1982)9 AFE A9dune FFIPA £ F8
ARG AL YFo| AT /g Fx223
x| njxe YA g B AFAFL
283 $YPgAe Faln 3le AHolHDeWitt,
1997).

AgA A4 T AAHA AYold 1 AxER
Qsla] A9 ol At vt Fo 722A EF
o #¥YH7|E gt ojgt #A3A, Chatterjee
(1992)8] =&2dME 95 B2 7199 An73d
A} F2ZAE ANse AS, dedHEs 35
Aog ojFojAEe TZZAL B9 FEE ¥
dE 7S FAMRE £29 7HA7 322 F UAS
v 97 2%9E AAsgc FAFer, F Y
Aol AR EASe AUAR Astq F7}
A A7t AEHe A, A-HE AYE o}
Eoln £ ¥£3Q 7223 &5 FI¢eEH
F39 71 Z7keA dde #4E AvlEd.
a8, o] AFdAe AdtA A4 #7439 s
2 sl g sdEe] F=g bt over-
diversification) 2 1& H|E& deiol HA& 3l
&g A2 vl Utk /AR dFelA #3E bt
9l Chatteriee®t Kosnik(1995)9] ATdA e

ZASAT 323 MeE 2003¢ 1239

ZgRExY: MYRCIN FEZY Mol e iEH 2F

A+ AY olFd F22AE AT H e
714E0], 28A % IS HlE, Alejolatel
72, AgojAle Bi AR Za, 718 AR
i e ATz 43 d4€ Holn de
AAE AAFAAN, A4PY AP o|Fd F2Z

2 FF v e 7149 A9 A I
o] 7149 A+ o =&Ho oy, 2
R0l Wy} Wed #ut ohlz oAy F#
EAMEEREY ¢4 94 AMAL ASE =7
A dde FEE AVs. d38, ¥$33Y
A A=st AdAY AYAE A¥se 7
£, A% 7149 AYAle FFEC F4 AF A
o WolEolA YTF 7| Hsted Y FH
Mol 5844 MHAE & de ditks A7
Hged, 4302 o& gAdy] fdd d4
#%g FH871= fh(Davis, 1991: Davis &
Stout, 1992).

AAA 2g4E FA%e #eld #3 (rational
perspective) Mg dFETE B, AAZFY
BAE o83 FAZ A e HZ EFEAA
E 7oz s 722 E NSRS vEe
8902 7YENY FY3(isomorphism) L
#4& Zzsn dohMcKinley, Sanchez, &
Schick, 1995: McKinley, Zaho, & Rust,
2000). ol #HAs, A& A3 719E W2
2 % Ahmadjian® Robinson(2001)8] il
e 342 7IgEe] dAeld =Y 2rlde ¥
Angg ez e Y84 A9 B9 A%
of wal thAleld 4 oAAR T HYstd ¥
AR YFE AXNG whd, AR S =Yst
E 7198y 47 AA Fbeta thEAtelAel o
Hio g wolsdze JYez dAHEAREH
AAgE 28 dEAlelAE AFAHOR =4ldn

1541



ASE Ho|dAM 'dere] 3P A (safety-in-
numbers effect) & &g vt k. £F, 1979
JEE 199474 Fortune 100 W 714elA Al
EF u e ohAlo]Ae] AHYagle AR
Budros(1997)¢] d7elxe Ade AAAQ £
3H(macro culture) 543 A thEAte]q =94
7YY Azt AR =Y Add 9%
oXA €& ZZ3AEA olg ARFIY AT #
A9 g4 S AFste AR AAEAY. 41
g "o ¢3¢ Lamertz9 Baum(1998)9]
ATfoMe Bd AE7IAe] U e 4L §
8 Z7Izte] AA ALl o] AxEe ke 3
AL 71&slx stt. £¢, Davis, Diekmann,
I2]3 Tinsley(1994)8] A7l vF#E thz
3 A ) e ARE2 YHHUD A ¥
% 719(conglomerate)e]l 1980dAWE AXHA

A\Y - x8Y

SRR i

8 7te #3e A v#EEA 71A9E F3gel
N A M2g B, AR AXEe A
ARAR A ¥z}, an 2AEARY F2AHY
W3l 53 & AxA §749 w2 49 9
lem, Greve(1995)9 AFeMe vx oL
W Aol £ JIdEY AF H7)(strategy
abandonment) ¥4& A4 899 <A o]
ol As £ 9¥A A contagion effect)E
g A=A a9le WE dyshrz A,

2.3 ZYAHol ZHE & A7

Yo g F2EPE AEHEE B=E
Mejagle @ A WA A7 3§ 3944
%7 (resource-focused) & %& Ho|tH(Bergh,
1997. Duhaime & Grant, 1984: Hamilton

TZZRE Y o4 Axr ¥ YH= 8y

& Chow,

1993: Hoskisson, Johnson, &

(E 2) 7197x=x39| MYl (2): JA#d 22

ol% a7 78 Y4 F223 +¥ HEAHQ 7|E AF
ANA - AGAQ A A, 43 V199 BF, Y ARIFEEF -Bergh & Lawless(1992), Budros
A B34 A B, £8-3F A B9 ¥R s 2FPz2H (1999). DeWitt(1997), Grinyer
o Agjel BEAdNe] F718SE T 7Y & Mckiernan(1990), Liebeskind
o] F2z4 8FE A= 7IsAlol 71t & Opler(1993), McKie(1989),
Meyer, Brooks, & Goes(1990),
Kose, Lang, & Netter(1992)
A4 - ZAHA ALY AYol EAFAY AAM ARFEEY - Chatterjee(1992), Chatterjee
¥ 2 AYe] A4S E ¥, AT Vel # & Kosnik(1995), Davis(1991),
223 5L AxE 7teAel A, Davis & Stout(1992)
AEF T2 §F5E FAge 7IdEY 7t F ARIFERA » Ahmadjian & Robinson (2001),
7 VEEE olHF GFol ARAH ¢gyer RAFLZZY Budros(1997), Davis, Diekmann,

g3t ofEt 71gES] F22Y 5ol @
24 F71eH Ao

& Tinsley(1994), Greve(1995).
Lamertz & Baum(1998),
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JldTxxY: MY REEY Mol e vl 2P

e e

Moesel, 1994: Kraatz & Zajac, 2001, Mont-
gomery & Thomas, 1988: Ravenscraft &
Sherer, 1991: Smart & Hitt, 1996). 71%io]
BHE AGAYe E4E VYTFERFY HYs
Qleg Zzdla e olHT FEdME FAUAR
U= of A (organizational slack) 7Hd< o
g4 7ptez o, £, 2E A7EAA
£ olg# Mg $sld 5 7199 24 9&
AE, 2 FA AR F& 7RI Agade
2 g% st @9, 233 8§49 AP
< FAEe AFEdME 239 diEd 4
YEe 84E 7Hed 239 Aoy R
Ze A%89¢ AYy FAY 7|PgFE2AY A
gi4 e EANLE x|z Y. A
ot {2 oM e 7YY 22 €53 493
£ F8 4FEAM AURA FE 429 A4dEA
Ao dAE WgslEle ATEe] 4% Sle
o, ARFAVIEY] 47 Busld g zHd
g9 ATz WEE #FdE AT A F
7tz g FAlo|d(DeSanctis & Monge,
1999; Fulk & DeSanctis, 1995: Smart &
Hitt, 1996).

AL E J1QTF2EA Y APAFE Hotstn
A AFEAAN 71F ditdez d&n e W
&2 4% 7199 #A HFAFeld. FF, A
A 5 olHBAANEY F8 BAAlelY, Ao A
g2 £alo 48T dRAdeEMg 48E 59
gche FolM 7149 AA A9 FHE T8 7
Zz3 Aol BT ol #ysA, of
o} gAY st 287t de 7Ide B
Ag AXRANAY AfA3E B3I A3
o ARIRE jztslA "cke Brown, James, 18
3 Mooradian(1994)9] 43 »RR7IAE, Hamilton

AT M323 H6Z 20039 128

BB

3 Chow(1993)8] A= sl Aol @&
ANg f28 Agoesd dAdzEe] WEE F
AstA HRrAF7] 93 A 7ol wide F
A ke e 22 v g fAMg 9=
oA, tzste 409 7| 7199 AIAEA AR
Qe B-E 3% Duhaime?} Grant(1984)9 <
FollAe A mldel ZRAQ] 9L vAe 8
ez oe} B Uit % A FE9 A4
Al HE Oyl 2199 AR deHE A2 v
gom, 43 #4(hazard function) 2d& &
£ ATE B3 olEF F3o S JEH
/1% &9 (Ravenscraft & Sherer, 1991).
=, e Ade] Aol AZF JAE Ho|
£ Age] den, 2 94 FAG ug
AE ¢e $F9 AHE HAYe AHERH
Montgomery$ Thomas(1988)¢] dtolMe A
REo|Y Br1gje] AT} ofste Pz Ayged
& 7z% w9k, 53], Hoskisson, Johnson,
83 Moesel(1994)8 AFoMe e F&2
A9, AAd, 4 B4E AUYsH 239
FA3 0] (ROA), FAE0|YE(ROE), 222
20| 8(ROS)T 22 A4 A (accounting
performance)$ Jensen's %%, Treynor, L&
3 Shapre &3 #& AR A (market
performance)® "l4=HE Aldel 4, aga o
Ztele Ate) HF Aojel AH(+)e BAN AT
& ZzsaA, AR st 1Y F2EF A
To vl 4% FA it aNEAFEA AF
Az W F53 v} gt

39, Tz AFPHEZ Aol A
W A Fojn XA G4EE Astaz & A
=2A4 Kraatz8} Zajac(2001)9] |+ F=
gtait), olg9 AFMe ZAdALE Wl /A @
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- x84

AL

HollA metsta, ol uigez ZgAde] 71g
o] Axsle ety Wsiel AGAT A ojn
g 9FE nA e AuEdt. Ao, o
9 ATl e Wsld oy AgAde) Fg
OE 7129 A7ES (i) g dg Qe
(barriers to learning) ¥4, (ii) {733}
3 %74 ¢3}(environmental buffers) #4,
(iii) A2%4 EY(commitments) FH, 21
(iv) W3} & (facilitators) P2 FE3}1,
olg§ &8 HEo R AYE AUE B3N
AA dg BAY 2IAY4E Ay WEE 47
22 Az3iy, 24 §Hoz A% ds uy
Zart 4AA o2 A9 Adde o= =
TR %L "AA Evh= 4% A9 E =2
& WAt

19722R qAEAY F8 8dogd 39y
Ao B Bxdan e $FE dFEIME
ALEARHE d483n WIE & FoEy
T, 448 o|Fo o] AT AT U
izt 2g F4552 o] 39 Bergh(1997)
o dFdMe vTH A FEo i AxEd
FA Y EA7} 4%, aela o e Wlel ¢
A4 4FE A2 A FE vy dAygdsz 3z
33 3t Bergh(1997)9 F%o| wad, A4
€ A Rl AdF ZAY QA oo #F A}
g F&d 87HAD ) AUAE BFA B
e B4l dide bsAdol AAA Hed, dg
AR RE2Y 7R, @9 A 289 §34 £F
3 2 A F29 w7 spetele #(-)9
AL AT A FEY wel 2 v dy
29 9 ARl FEY ujF sheAdele F(+)
o #AV A Ao Hetsdnt, o) §4}
g WA £3E vl 3l Bergh(1995)9) A+

1644

dNE Rrigo] A EE A REL 6gY
¥, 2F8A ¥ A9 HEA, we HaE B
ol vt ZA#E AAIEA AYAge) E43
NGTF22A ] ATt foAF FBBA} 24
gte F4E A7 b A £, 1ol B
¢ B9 /8, 7Idel FAske thE A
g 54, 28z 7I9do] Az He 7223
Aol BFAQ ARFAE dotsiax @
Smart$} Hitt(1994)9] AToNe E4F 29
AdE E834 7iddol dAE FA8A He
A AT A9A4LY 4 AP0 93
BA AA7IDE2NY FEE AAH F713
A A AYE FEstAYL, A HA4FE AR
€& #8331 teeg Al REE $Esle W @
B2 23 H]go] o2 IAxdA $AYso
1N F9g 238 HA AF Jgo] F223
853 Az dda #48a g, §3], o
T FHd w29, 7o) AT A 2L 2
2 fAde Afd AEFE2YE AEsA 5
i, g Ao A5E B 3
FolE AITFEZH o|FAXA H) EF, o
E9 APl E Jo @3 ZE(free cash flow)
M A dle] EH Aol opd AFA A9
< #3710l O Besn e A5, #A4E
43 Agd 218 Mol ARXNA H9, o
A% ART22Y EFo] "2 9 22
= 3t

H, 1981 d%H 1989d71A S84 0= 7
dE9 F22F ¥F dF WL dF1n e
Chang(1996)8] ATelME, 7|89 AFEFHE
g, M2 Aoz A9 F, ddsg 7E
AeziEe g2 & FR2YNY 942 B4
€ 28, #EHA Aoy AY 53 gAE 7

AYsdT M2 MeE 20034 128



JIFFEZY: MUKN FEXE 4ojol u vjpy IF

R e S e e

Aol A dAEAY EFL AEH BHAA
sty vl gl FAF o2, Chang(1996)9] ¢
FoMe JHAY FE(human resource profile)
o A% e J|EY A f3E B8Y F
E Aoz Ae, 234 2@ Ao 2RH §
22 NEFoEM T 7ol 43 F4e =R
ke AMdS ¥R u g Bf, o] dfdAME
32 7ol A A FEoR9 FFE B4
g olFo) ¥ 24 Bf Aoy 7l&g ojHAY
F e #E AQleze AEE ARt FE
Ro|7|= 3t}

HEEA7¢e 4% 4 A2E AL
o f¥oz mehsta e A2 ATFEdME
FEFAE Y& NEL ALY YFot 7]
Z A9 wE Qe do. ojet #d
dlo], AGPBA2Ee 2o GMite 2372

9 47 TEAH A 1A JYS FHHOE OF
A" Fosterst Flynn(1984)9 ATl e 72
FEA A8 go] FEFE £H FEAF
Ao Z7lslA Sz, 1 AH 2FF2I} §714
Q el Wslsiy, vopr} AR FA4e] 7t
A & 223 vk Atk ols} FAR A,
£ael YALE 71€9 $39 2HE& 2& Fulk
9} DeSanctis(1995)9 TN AILE &
=9 371, 9AtAE HE9 FA, JALF WY
o 7, 4349 &%, FE - §A - AHAREH Jle
o B¢ 289l JAaF Jie Wty d4as
2 BzEaA, ol ¥t HdslEgss 5% =2
2 Yo #AAQ B, £HAA 23, 23 %
BRo| R RED AZF B4, 94 AE2E9 &
Y OJAIAEL wedd 2RI ala AYoy
Belot gAd Auidel] AT Wzt Fod §

(E 3) 7|giP=x3e HeRel (3): HAXA 29

ol4F Ao F8 W& F223 +% HEH 71E AT
AA9 - BAY AR FE4E 4D el AIFEEE -Brown, James, & Mooradian(1934),
AGAE T2 §58 £ e . 2yFEz3 Duhaime & Grant(1984), Hamilton
& Chow(1993), Hoskisson, Johnson,
& Moesel(1994), Kraatz & Zajac
(2001), Montgomery & Thomas
(1988). Ravenscraft & Sherer
(1991)
g4 -84 Ade B4 & AY 84 Y AFREF - Bergh(1995, 1997), Chang(1996).
A e oz2¥e Ndsd ARy 3EEHA o Smart & Hitt(1994)
FAMd g A%, N19e 722 858 AR
FREAN . A2E Yo ARFAVES =08 4 AKRIFEZEF - Brynjolfsson, Malone, Gurbaxani,
e +. 8% 7o) F22F BFE A= 2AF22A & Kambil(1994), Foster & Flynn

7bsdel Ao,

(1984), Fulk & DeSanctis(1995),
Pinsonneault & Kraemer(2002),
Venkatraman(1994)

ALEAT 323 MeE 20031 128
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Ao\e - =8y

R R R G B A R s i

T oldel, 27t dAAe Bz A A
#9 o¥3, a8z 2AL §A2Y AY Fol
g & USE FAsAY.

U, 22 AdFEdMEe A2 FEFNI &
0l 7199 AjPiely WY, a8 Q9 7
3 e A9 ST 9L vA £ e
€ BTz 5. old@ e B,
FEFA7¢9] wAo] 71 /& ARRIAA 2
4% WgE AT deE AAEn e
Venkatraman(1994)¢] QM+ Baxterit,
Bose Corporationjit, Ford Motoriit, Frito-Lay
fit, Jones Truck Linesiit, Merrill Lynchiit,
Otis Elevatoriit, Whirlpoolit % Th43 713
o 83 A& AAF 8 Aok FAHe o
=EdMe 2eRRleze ¥idld ggslax de
7199 A5, AN #9493 a7 AW
3o FEo] @& AFHA €4 FT(localized
exploitation) tiRHE ZAAAYA AFAHHY 8+
He ZAW3e] FFo] oig BUAT AEY
#4] (business scope redefinition)7HA] 5714
&9 B gt b g AdE "ast gl
=2 AzEd. B, FuFAe9 Ejlo) =
A 29 A 4Ee E3n g AT FYE
v git}, ojgt AW, PEEAI|EY =YL
23 a4 A4 & Azd JHEHA dgL
oXe 2EAQ 8oz sodr|Rde w
Ze 23 8902 moty ¥art g€ AV
399 Brynjolfsson, Malone, Gurbaxani, 221
Kambil(1994) ¢ Pinsonneault®} Kraemer(2002)
o dF FoAMNe FEEFWNEY =947 239
A ZA&Fe F(+)9 BAZ E2AFE Bl
T 3.
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2.4 =3 oAUF0| M8 HE AP

TRERE oPIAle AgLsle B Y WA
E5L 7198 2388 54 &, AAUEE 34
(mechanismrfocused) 22 & A-1E°|tHGreenhalgh,
1983: Hoskisson, Johnson, & Moesel, 1994;
Markides, 1992, 1995; Chang, 1996). 7]
A 719 F& 239 wAYZl@ 7ol Bid
I 3l 1R/ AT BPojud U A we
2, A9} 710l BAE BA9AL S giEo
B98RA% 43FE st A S gnlske Aol
(Cho & Lee, 1997: Farjoun, 2002: Galunic
& Eisenhardt, 1994). 7199 A& =3
HAUELZE AwEA 58 A2 (governance
structure)., AYAFo|} 7Y FFMe o
3 A, 2472, 23a =52 BAHRA
WY 52 & 4 don, d& dF 5E5dA9
7R, F22AE FHATE H9P8d @
g 71& dFEdAME oHE AAYE BH 89
€ 712239 F83 5 Jked e gF
o &ttt

H2Ql ol F4L 943 e F8 AF
oA e 1960GURE 1970AU7HA B FelA
o]FoAY #HA=G thzksl(over-diversification)
W&o 1980dth Eol2WM o2 w2y 9%
Axe d@ez H47 7223 EFol APEAU
+& 2282 9% (Donaldson, 1997). Jensen
(1986)8] A+ Aol waw, o] A7 B AY
AEL 4EAQ 747G F7 FutEA ge
719 #2Y Fue Al dg3lE FAg08, o
23 Az JIAE Y B £ YL BE
ZIGQAM T2} ADZ FHFo)AR] Fh7] fEo
ol2F o] tE Ji&3HUYR Aoz AAHn

HYE AT M32A M6z 20039 128



H(Hoskisson & Turk, 1990). thA] Z&jA,
2l o]& YA NdT2ZRE sdsta 9
T F8 dFsdMe oA 74 2 8%, A&
279 FAF A=, A9A dF AQ4EE Ax
2 AAALE A BF R 7IAsA 7|
A Tz2rt AR R Jed ¢ QA € AE
714722 2EAQ 9902 Zzdn Y
(Jensen, 1993).

olg|@ F83 #As}, Bethel®} Liebeskind

JdTFEEY: dYe0in T2 Anjof gt vigs g

R S R R S R e T L e R e e

(1993)9] A7dlMEe 5%°489 A& Bid
g FAkzk(blockholder)7} #1% 7199 i3}
WY Fdd FHAQA 9L vAve S F
&, 719 AR A Z1REAAL FAo
Ao FFEE YA ¢ ke gl o8 F
A& AFF v Aok, Fortune 500 7heH 112
A A1) g Hd AEE AHLF Bergh(1995)
9 dFdMe F9AY oAk FAHLE AQsn
5%01%4 AEE ¥5% 719 94%9 9y FA

(B. 4) 719+=xHo| {9l (4): =3 oHHFE 9

ol5 A9 F8 g F2Z3 $% WEAHQ 7]1E A7
A U8 RAAY AR Ef §F 2/FE & ARIFREY - Bergh(1995), Bethel & Liebeskind
EFFE dolMe §4o AT JdY FR2EF (1993), Chatterjee & Kosnik(1995),
£4 3 9%< 1A Donaldson(1997),  Gibbs(1993),
Hoskisson, Johnson, & Moesel(1994),
Hoskisson & Turk(1990), Jensen
{1993), Johnson, Bergh, & Grossman
(1994), Smart & Hitt(1996)
ojAly - olAlNe T4, F& ¥4 FWUoMY § ARIFEEAH - Goodstein, Gautam, & Boeker(1994),
54 Aol qF 7Isie #2232 BF 9% Hoskisson, Johnson, & Moesel(1994),
& 93}, Johnson, Hoskisson, & Hitt(1993),
Kosnik(1990)
gz .uzs A%, 24 o9& B R&D 54 AFEZF - Hitt, Hoskisson, & Ireland(1990).
FEF TR T 79 ALY FAdol 7x23 Hoskisson & dJohnson(1992), Hoskisson,
71948 g3 9% g Johnson, & Moesel(1994), Johnson,
2ol 84 Hoskisson, & Hitt(1993). Liebeskind
& Opler(1993), Markides(1992, 1995)
234y - hRIEA YHE AYin e 7199 2YF22F - Greenhalgh(1983),  Greenhalgh,
5 A5, QUARIRA 2ol vlE AddF o Lawrence, & Sutton(1988), Greenhalgh,
2 AL A9#FY sFeAe] =R McKersie, & Gilkey(1986)
2243
=F2Y - xFTE2R ¥4Y 3Pt 7ol Almd 2FFEZEA - Frost(2000), Greenhalgh, Lawrence,
5 © F2Z7 8% 4L 93 & Sutton(1988)

AASAT H322 MeE 20034 128
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Wle - x84

7b HERA A FEolY 7RI 3 #d A
BEo FxZAA B (+)9 9% vAE v,
A9d0] BHETE AFH AYAE FF3e 4
go] ZAHA7] o] BH ZL it A ¥
2o dig wjo] ofojATm FHF ut Ut
ol9} fAFE WeelA, Johnson, Bergh, 222
Grossman(1994)8 7oA e wdHAY A+
He Al 29 733 3294, 0¥ £A47, 2
21 718 FAAY AR 24 = @A 3
oA 7149 AFATt 2AALEAY AEE +
PPe e WIIs . FAHR, olF
o dpdM e AT 7199 AWt ¥ A
of Al ¢ =F ujEA AR} 2§89 v, 18]
1 A9 B Afde B AY 289 2
Fo| #ojdA doke ARE A2 d A ®
g, Smart$} Hitt(1996)9] EfelMe 27472
7 #4E Y€ Ade 7HY5E ATERRE
€ ks W, &% IF A=t 55 LBOs
o} 2L AF 7223 8%l Y= Aol 9
€ Az dQdd. JdATE B4 ¢
2273 Zxe A 23€& RE Hoskisson,
Johnson, 18]1 Moesel(1994)¢] QA7<lMe o
Y BAA} F22F Az AL 4% 1
A F gon, A3 AF dA3} =t e
WEEA o]E F ¥Ste] #Ad YL A +
NS 9l vk Sl EF o]E9 drdAe, Ul
¥ B ARIFERZEA oA HAH 43l
2349 9% njAde AMERE, 19804
ojddle A dFH L P g%d U¥
BEAAE] 7199 d2t3tE JA e adeg &
£3t1 &S AxRIHAA, o Y FAA9
EA o Fz2H EFo] F48A HAYx
F339d.
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R e SR R e S R e s e #

g, AgFelx gL Fx2F 5 FIF
i 9le 71g& B3R § Gibbs(1993)9) A7
9} Chatterjee®} Kosnik(1995)8] AToAE,
AdAo R T2 NG JIHET vind &
o, AFPE A& T ojFo] F22F EFS
TYF 7195 A5, 8L HELAHQ 7AW
FZE AL Adhe A& 5 90

7197223 AR A olAlEe] IS
ZALE] Yot HEZAL W& 83 il e
Johnson, Hoskisson, 281 Hitt(1993)¢ &
FeANE A9t Gt 5E oAbz Y
o] B& AAA gde dAE A, ¥
o]g9 dTdME AFA AR EfE] ¥
A4 o3 7Idie] kA FA (strategic control)
W& st Qle Aol T2 o
ojAlzl 9] Ty o] FoJEA Brhe AME
3 72237 dddd AGANA FEF B0
b A8E UdFIAE 9. ol9 #ASA,
Kosnik(1990)8 dFdMe A& BEfgo] F¥&
2] @2 AtgejAle] A4, % JIdd] W &
A A 7S £ %0 AFIA g5
AAAM, o AE T YE Aol
AL FxIrIx gk 0T = fARE
Al, Hoskisson, Johnson, 22]31 Moesel(1994)
o] dFAe AtgojAte] AR Bf = 7Y
o Al R& Wi Az Alold] F(-)9 FA}
AE Bo|dAN ApgloAte] AAAQ ] 58
FE2% Az 234U 9% e HPagl
o2 ANEAY. oAy FHLEY AT FA
o EAo] 2H¥& ©F Goodstein, Gautam, 1
2] 2 Boeker(1994)9] A7olX e, 524 2
£ BRT oANEE FAHE oA S vmE ¥
o, o33 YL BAF oJAER TAE oAt

YT 37 M62 2003 124



JIYFEZY: MR FEXY B0 B uiEy DY

39 Aol BA Nula Fau Az 22
F2ZR TFE AR A% gE dre 2
g Ho|AM oAl T dgdE Azdte
71&9] Zsoke At AL AT sl
ABNA 8 AFEAM AT 7idel ot
Aol £3& 7de F22F JAER A %
< fxEe 23 WAYE 7p2d s Zdza%
t}, d& E°], Markides(1992, 1995)¢ &+
dMe % Aldl de A 7id vlE g4t
F3o] & 7149 Aol AdTEEAY 7HeA
o] R AXde H& 7A=Y v 3120, Smart
9} Hitt(1996)9 A7l = Alg] 99 tadst
A7 & NdLS5E ARTREYRGE AT
z2z23& AxdA € 7FeAdel ¥de 3& A
& u} stk olg} fARE HAgolA, Hoskisson,
Johnson, 28131 Moesel(1994)8] ATFAM %=
A A HFE B 52 $EY AEEE AY
o e 7199 A8 AFFE Az e ng
AdRel &, ulgd At viF, wiz 7|t L
E¥dde 72239 A=/t ff Fidde &
Zz% St =@, AT V1] gdtn sle
A T AT A A2de] E&o e ¥
gAY EAd 2¥& 233 3UE Hoskisson
Johnson(1992)8) APdME ARITZEZEE Al
Tile 7199 A3 #E A vEd AL
dol EASY de ARITFRE AUz AeH, o
A% /1980 A BE vZe B #ANLS =
o]AY, ohyd 23]E vAAGE U wole F
7 §38E HolA "de AE AN %
t}. 9t opa}, Johnson, Hoskisson, 281

Hitt(1993)8) dFoixe ATFE22EE A=t
' 71980 Hole F /KA #8 F, (i) A
BE ojdws FYste /8F (i) A FE
Zt3} A A A58 Al FAEe 32 Al
AstaA, FA9 7ol oS ZEAHA AWFE
g BR3ta 3lg sheAel ade AMEE AF
7% St

tzts Ay sl R, 7190l F7de A
ZAY R&D FA AF 94 7223 859 9
&g nA7)x §}, o9 FAse, Baysingersh
Hoskisson(1989)8] dTolMe 7149 #A4 +
29} tztgt £ Alolo] EAste F(+)9] #A
g} 0|5 W} J19del R&D FA THE Alojo] &
Ak B(—)9 BAS F=F 8 o, Hitt,
Hoskisson, 21213 Ireland(1990)9] QFAx
A e B3 e ZAgAe] FEA FHe
B84 4, W AHE FAEE AT §
A 8¢ N3, a8x a0 wE R&D ¥4 Z4&
EAE A4 u} Qo BE, 4% dFEdAMe
7199 R&D FA9 7223 Z=te] fold #
AE ANEA £ A% AT, A =94
n}AAA 2 Liebeskind$} Opler(1993)¢] &7l
HE R&D Fak £Fo] BAY o fAdo] F&5¢
71999 ASo) 1980t Eof AL Bx &
& F224 8%% FYPsde A& AHY 9
g

7199 zAF2E FERZAPY APsAozA
AL A= ot @A EFWoN HFYgAH
o] Q=3 MHE 7| AY¥edos AL
F e 719 2AF2 EAS AT 9, oAt

3) Hoskisson, Hitt, I8)3 Moesel(1994)9) W7 AzolME 71g9) R&D Aot 7224 2] {3 A4S A %
Ak, A, o]E ATolN Vet F w4ze) AuwAe) WEke 7|1E A7Ee FYH YA Yot

Z U 32/ MeE 20034 128
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A7\ - =&Y

g # A R R T

57l (multidivisional form)& AHsz Y&
7199 A¥de 53 AR89 4351 Jldd
nX)A] Zehe A3l At o8 HIst
2 AR FEE BN 4T AY FEY @
g BAE ¢ ] AR 37 AlY FES
22NFAY 2L A2 He 7Fsdol
Z°]E7 ¥HGreenhalgh, 1983: Greenhalgh,
Lawrence, & Sutton, 1988). #%t ojyg, A
% 9718 28 u e IBMite Aol £
F ARl RAARA Fee 2AFZ2E YR
e 719L 54 AKY FEol A 7)o st
Hez AT A F89 98e o] A #E
o2 gARAY oA BT Y + 3
7] W&o Az Feg& Agstn sle 7
ol vlEA oy sz § JHAEE T =
AfzzAe BHAHo2RE AR o%
A528& 4 9tHGreenhalgh, McKersie, &
Gilkey, 1986). B&, ojl8|@ =97t ¢A A¥E
tE =99 AEHe £ Bor|® sAe, o}
AEA YeiE A e 7199 AR A
WAooz Yo £39 A3 Hole Ffde A
ARQ Fz2Y §Fo] FAHA Bvhe HdA
T A7 3% ERE FE 5 U A
73979 atAA ol FdAY mAHA oA
EY9%E 3E £ Ude S A q, =52
o) EAolv &% gA 7|9Y F22F A=
gL vAe 23 dAYS SBoM9 Y8
9l 7}#d dtolth(Frost, 2000: Greenhalgh,
1983; Greenhalgh, Lawrence, & Sutton,
1988). 4@, oy A 2L AHF22
Ao o]fojA7|d GM BYAF} =FZF Alo]]
A 2g S AXe Aol duHHoln, ol
A3 & Bl Q¥Fz2AH9 FEE It @

1550

FolzA 3t Ax7} ojFojY. #ut ohg,
ARG Rz e {38 JBAME AR
Zo i3t QY #HFe] FRE 201 Y Jd
o daMe FHF A¢E BAY A& Bz
HEd =F32H AUz Y& ZHYH AY T
Z273 Apoldle #(-)9 A7 EAEA €
(Greenhalgh, Lawrence, & Sutton, 1988).
=FERY B BF ol2F =9 B,
ALEA BHE ol8F WALE u Ye
Frost(2000)9] #2 @FdMe (i) FRd o
& H24, (i) 2P A 2& ¥, (i)
BG4 A dAdFQ YAaF Y, 2Ex
(v) SAEA B3 H28 + e 58 5 4
7€ =E 28 AYA Aoz FxEEA of
A4 59¢ U Bfsta e =82 AL
agA ¥ 23 Ao, FAF 22 3%
o Y AjAoz ¥ + UL AxE v
Ak,

2.5 2% % Z#t

Agd ups} Zol, A9, B8R, FIAY,
agn 2439 AAUE § OFY 2980 7]
d722EE e §U28 uRoA g5
dx B7dn, 7|EY AT7EdMe dwtzes
AFH 43 4 Be ZYA7E FE2AE
Zuste 7P 388 8902 Axdtan g, 4
3, 4947 drE F8 SY ¥FE ojgdln
QA 42 AFdx, BN T Yz 2 9
A& drEdd BFen vke FolA g
F3L d% £98Ad

$A AT E Hed mEAd, FIRdE B2
71 47EY FAH YAEEA 2o B

YT M324 HBE 20031 128



JIRP==Y: Mgy FxxY Mol 38 vlEy D

R AR

3 AfAEE 23 dEE V194 A 3
F4THE gddhe Aol JHF kA Fyoldt
a1 BIAE FEZRY FULE metstn 9l
© @7EdME 2943 9718 ARG uA)
o fe2 Zxdan e Aol d¥rAed ®
T, A8 2¥E F 9FE 94 AR &2
U A4 Add g AR d5Aey 28
NNQFE2AEY FoF FUo2 Hgstn g
Bk ohJzl, AFAQ Jdud S OE 2% 97
Eolv A3 A AL FAEE =9ES A3t
I, 71YFEZAd #F dEEe 71E 9FEA
Me B9, 2987, A9A4Y, 18ln 23 ¢
9 HAUF F9 SA4 e dxdez s
B985 AR, wek ol ALY} A
d BT Y&, 7l1d #dE, F8 34 749
T & 5o vAA R A5 d4F 7Ige) A
A detez F22PE A doe A€ %
Zsta ok, dAd, g oAl 93 2L
HE &R 7R TF22 Leigdel dF 71U
A 97 33 22 JolHA Ha, AwEQ
7371 AAG oK AxEA FHE Gz ¢
¥ A%, 2T 4947 432 oA AT 7
He F2ZAE FAE Fyk 1A doke Ao
71& ATFEANAN BoFa Qe YubA 4y i
Ho|t},

AR, 71&S] AFENME TR E FIA
Fle G FUAE] Az F84010 A
A d¥Yd daN e 83 A Rezn 9
o E3, NG TEERAPE 2HYA] = g B
#o2 Fzxdn Qe Y dF =HESL WY
& o, A4S g3 VIgTF2EAY Ags
ez Q¥srlete 7|1&e AFES FHHL
2 nedte Aol n FHA A7/t 238

HYEHT H32A M6z 20034 128

%€ 9287} 35S v AFE & Yot

. 7|7 E=e dnf pgt 7

A AR F22Y L s A8 34
o ATEF FIEAA A e 199 F
£Z3 €39 2F F A dFEEdNE 7
dFzzAol ZA4AH NAd nixe 9%E F
A o2 tiFo] $tth(Alexander, Benson, &
Kampmeyer, 1984: Bergh, 1996: Comment
& Jarrell, 1995: Cusatis, Miles, & Woolridge,
1993: Donaldson, 1990: Hite, Owers, &
Rogers, 1987: Jain, 1985. Kose & Ofek,
1995: Markides, 1992, 1995. Montgomery,
Thomas, & Kamath, 1984: Norman, 1995:
Slovin, Sushka, & Ferraro, 1995; Worrell,
Davidson, & Sharma, 1991).

AT, FHe FAez @ ARNIY A
A AFA £ FE 33T G 97 x9
d= B, TR A B /|E AF
BMe AEsHe 2ES En I FHFe
2, ¥2 A78dM e FE2ZH| g %94
e RAAIG D FP3ke whA(Cusatis, Miles,
& Woolridge, 1993; Kose & Ofek, 1995:
Markides, 1995: Slovin, Sushka, & Ferraro,
1995), oete] AFEAAE 7l FREPE
FYsta &5 033 zZo| F e HAF
PFol Ak WA @ W ol AP
7t 9% d3dde $4& M2 H(Brockner,
Grover, OMalley, Reed, & Glynn, 1993:
Brown, James, & Mooradian, 1994. Igbal
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g - =84

(38 2) 7IY7=E=Yn ZYgaziel A

1 TF2=HP o Ee
AdTFRZYY AR
s ZATZZA AL

> 4343 AN

& Shekhar, 1995: Worrell, Davidson, &
Sharma, 1991).

3.1 71T ==xHel 3H Mujoll yst 37

TERERS B8 AY4HE AR F i
T 4% Ha e dEFA AT2E Bergh
(1995, 1996), Cusatis, Miles, 28] Woolridge
(1993), Donaldson(1990), Hoskisson® Johnson
(1992), Jain(1985), Kose® Ofek(1995),
Lang, Poulsen, 18|31 Stulz(1995), Markides
(1992, 1995), Montgomery$t Thomas(1988),
Montgomery, Thomas, 28]31, Kamath(1984),
Slovin, Sushka, 283 Ferraro(1995) %%
E ¥ Ao

Ao whe-g WS dto, JYFZEAo|
4943 N FHAQY 9% vAde F4E
Ho Yt A7 7kHed 3Rl Montgomery,
Thomas, 2|3, Kamath(1984)¢]A & 19761
8 1979974 o]Folx 78 He Fortune
500 714 E9 AYEAE HEOE do, 297
ojAY YA EFE ddsual s F+Eg
T AgAA B E 2] ddo 54 7Y

1652

\ 4

3495 o5

o] Al 48 FAsE AS AFIM FHHQA
H7he A grke /M 45sgd. £8, Jain
(1985)9] =&dMe APEAHQ Sell-off WHE o
F = J1dE v 1Y BF 0.6%9 ¥Rz
TYEL 94, 299} AAEHASE Byt
#= 3 23t (over-diversification) 71d& ub
Bo2 Markides(1992) 23 9z A9
7Ide} A AP F3Hcorporate refocusing) S
GEE AL, 1.73%9 295 EE SAEA #
< H3Y. 89 olel, Markides(1995)9M&
TFZZR AA A7l uet A3 gdE A I,
& 7] 7224 34 Jd, 3 F22H A4
e, 2gx 7] #2273 44 FJdez FEI
1, olg @ e F2Z2AY Ao ol7}t &
ARE BolHA, 7do] F22HE B AIA
3 S BT s AT, ol diME o
L 3% AZlo] 28dte AE AFIIE 9
Spin-off YX JAl A9 wgH Spin-off
ol 24T EYdE gy FF 339 AY
AAE FHAFE @ Cusatis, Miles, 28z
Woolridge(1993)2] d-elM= Spin-off °]¥F 3
de 23 2U]9dn 2eld 7Y 2R 2959 E
243ae B ohdg, #9850 FAHd doe

ZYBHT H323 HEE 20034 129



VTP ExY: MYy 7

FxY dnjof wet oy IF

ANAdA 27193 Eeld 7Y 25 A58 o
Aoke AMdE AA @ bt glvk Lang, Poulsen,
a8]a Stulz(1995)€ 198438 1989 Ale]
o Ao AL W AAE NAES A
o8 g AFdA AL wid 2R AL B A
oo 1.41%9 ZFH9o] HEEHUSS BYLeR
A AgAHQ R B4E F ke ZIdY A
olo] a3 UL I uA YA} A4 o

< FAPhe A JME 4FIE dd
t}. o]} FAIF oA, Slovin, Sushka, 1
2|2 Ferraro(1995)¢ ATl e A A F3
€ IEF 38/ sl AR 71l HEly
2.1% w& FAZATAES MU EE AF
A 714E9 A AJF3 LEIL dF A
o} ulzfe] Beted FAHAHQ FRE AFse A
€ F2de 3& 22U

NRHRE FAHLRE @ V&Y dFsFHe @
2, A $Yg 5 T4 F A7 9
79 gAgl o3 sP=HAt. Ale 42
A FAILdES JAUSE 3lo, Fortune
500 71gdel 1976¥%H 1979374X +¥& 68
19 LA AREY §48 d7deE @
Montgomery®t Thomas(1988)9 w&dA+«,
F2ZAE ANEA golx: AJJA vz oy
NQENE A7t FAoE AXEAE FRATE,
A3tE FZ2ZH L NG At F22HE 4A
37] olAEThe A AAFHoE MAEHAY
+2 453t

General Millsitol @3 Al 478 3 9t
& Donaldson(1990)¢] AT 1980
Zut o] Fojd BEHEF ALY thzsle] i@
Aol iAoz A7l AA 1985 FH o] Fof
A A&AQ] P22 A, 19859 16.7%H

HAHEAT 323 M 20034 128

& General Millsit®] #71ApEo|e&o] 1989
T 56.6%2 MAHASE AT} 198538
B 198674 AR R 1009 €8 o] A
Y A FEeAM AAF 321 d9 Ay 248
AT R & Kosed Ofek(1995)9 w=FolA
© ZHF wlzbg AR 719do] Bfsta e RE
e &9 FRMY YA, & AAnEde
o] &(EBITD / Sales)@ FAMIsj&o] 744
23 Bo|AA, Al AFF3Y Fxt AdrE
olg|g dgko] ZEHcn FAAC, vpIsIA
2, Bergh(1996)¢] d7dMe A §471 34
Aol gd vAe FFAY FYe AzEUA,
AEF-Agel EgdAo] AAFE ol F¥o]
AN =254

@H, Hoskisson@ Johnson(1992)8 ¢l
e 239483 Mg 98t 7ol AgT2xA
< Y8 A5, FEYL 9% BoAY, 2 @
AT Wi $ R gor F2XY €50 2
gedkn A B ol wj@d tzz
AL F7dte 7IgRd #d g3 AL &
Fahe 7199 A9 A AFF ol F A
dE2Y Ftdte AME BYo g 7Yl F
Fate 43 Ao FAd mE Jg7E2A
A APNEFER JYe e BA B¢ 4
% 438 AN v} Qi

3.2 7|FExHe| £YH Hujol| qtt AT

9, JIYgFEREHoE QY AIAHTY AAd
Ve dxde ATEFHe e, B9A4T )
Aol gt 7223 59 733 39E A%
€ 97 94 v FYE vl ok g EARQY] A7
£ Amabile?} Conti(1999), Brockner, Grover,
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OMalley, Reed, 28]2 Glynn(1993), Brown,
James, 183 Mooradian(1994), Dougherty
9} Bowman(1995), Igbal®} Shekhar(1995),
Kose, Lang, 18|31 Netter(1992), McKinley
9} Scherer(2000), Mentzer(1996), Reilly,
Brett, 223, Stroh(1993), zgx Worrell,
Davidson, 223 Sharma(1991) %°| 3t}

Brockner, Grover, O'Malley, Reed, 18|31
Glynn(1993)9] d7dMe ¥ #Fo] FUY
9 E71%<el 7149 QY 2% dYel g 2
Ao HA e 9%E AR v 3o} ojE9 F3
o 2w, Jd9 A& F A3 A4 dolle
A& A A4, F7HEQA JY 25 489 2
719 2220 AP AE]2(self-esteem)d] 3
So] wgA AEHQ whg-E HolA "ot 4%
0, 43¢ F£F9 F7HHA 49 7% 98] ¢
e A4, ¥ £59 AEYYE AU gle
AE Qo] FF Huof oiF & 539 242
doln A& JHHA FY3A He v, AL
o] £Fo] F& FAYES F/H4Q 1 4
dol dEiAy R AR FE BT ohz,
A ANE FPdke d O & 7Y =&
1&oA = ¥A "che Aot olHE Ao Ui
8ol Brockner, Grover, OMalley, Reed, 18]
I Glynn(1993)8 ATelMe A&EY2o] &
7449 3%, 7149 dn d¥Rde 3A
ol A Ay 713 A B NHYF S B
ol wha, AEeolHo] g A ASole 3
=F 2EHAe & H4E AEFo 2N F7]
Al & gl veFckn FHAA, A8
24 e FAAHAY 23 ALY A A
Bt

Z79] AoA FHM FUY 30,0008 o
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T R S e e R e s e e

o AAAIelM B e 22Y FojHA
719E ez § A79A Amabile?t Conti
(1999)& 714°] ¥ #5E FH3e A4 %
JA4& FANIe 23 971, dFsdd AL
A, 88 71T A9AYY FE HHdA4T o
@ skee =], B & AaAle 23AQ A
Y A= 53 2L 239 Foyo 4FE 1A
E A 844 #3HQ AHE oA WY
7b dojuAl He, ol2 o ge} Y IF oF
z39 FojAeo] Aoz fEdvtn F3IH
o}, gk ol AY #E ojF Q] oA A
o) A713ke HAM AT BF3T 23
9 FAe 43 H¥ 9449 A 2d2 fAEY
' AME AFEN, 234 P4 o]&Y ¥F
7FeAd e Y Aol wWE R3H 9%S 43
371 Ag uklel] B3 3713 A7 Bade A
71853t

o9} A3, 7gdo] ZAHHE AYH H
£ A%, 238 2o £¥Y3e NE 7150 T
Prog F9ddth= AMIE Cameron, Whetten,
a2 Kim(1987)9] AFelM ofn] A& u}
Atk 170 7R 7199 4970 AEFES B
og A3z 9 AT W}, 23 A
A3 Ao §¢ s, sy f3d
Z7h Ay Ze uixpdEQl gF A4Y, a8z
AF A, o4t Az, g AR A WG F 7
o A9 FAF Ut ¢ BAEY He: ¥
glo) vl Aol Bt ZAM Reilly, Brett,
a3, Stroh(1993)8] =gelMe %3Fo] 74
ol W, & 29 A7z, dF 7Y, 4F
Azk, aglm At 2 AR wiE Fel AU A
%, % BRAEY 2o G FH=S A
g B4, aeln 3] kel #ade vk,

YT 324 HeZ 200344 129



238 A9 A9 AYd) AP FHEI M
S Holx Y. ol B3 FAdY, o]§ &
M e F2ZEE Fse 7149 3¢ w2
FEY A7 8L Bista glke Ao 2
229 Q] A P FA=I} B FAHYE
9 olF3} 12 AF 3 ALA9] 2 E ol
71 1% A% dE 378 el deE Az
7% s

9, A 2 AFHoz APFx2AH A
43 o A(+)9 FARAN U¥ BZse
§eld #3d(rational approach), A& 4%
i AFF2EA AFH Tell F(+)9 4@
BAZL EAGTL PR de vgA / oF
#% (asymmetrical / hysteretic approach),
aJgn AR 2E BE, AIFAoER YT
2R3 7943 ol o} BAIL AR @
+2 o]84 2AZ sk A= #A(institutional
approach) 5 W& AZlAq Canadian Business
500 719 &9 Y F22AE 2N 80 4
7 N A=E E Mentzer(1996)2 Aol|A
€ #HA B9t ATz AP Aleld,
agx 719l FAdke Jd¥ T2 Axg A
FAQ BA4T% A Ve Alelo] d@E W
Aol EASA S HoluAM, ¥F JidFzz
3 77t BEEQA #HAA +38 "art g
2 73z b gich

Dougherty$t Bowman(1995)9] A7diX&
1YTF2ZR R A WFA A4 vEHIAY ¥
A% 1o ©E z3 5gY PAE A=zIHEA,
A FFo] ojfojA B, AAF side] AF
FE A59E 4R 48 25 AAE )
2 Alold] R(-)e] FFHAIT USE AHHA
o ol AN WM, AAxAE 1Y EF

AHET H323 MeE 200341 128

JiPETY: MYy Fxxy Moo gl slEy g

I

o AFH 2tz detdin e ALEARH
Az, A4 didel E 71909 Hn AYF ol
| (departure)°] A+HY ¥ A58 719 A9
A3te] mRe G 2L ¢3FUD Cannella,
Jr.%t Hambrick(1993)8 d7dde A+ i
o] 8 7YY H1 A9%F oA Fxst AEFE,
a8 A4 diel € 7149 #A AN 1
=55 A5 W 7199 Ha B394 F olHo] AL
8 7199 A48T AAo] £HAHA JFE njy
te AME AXEEAN, dF A9FRde A
2 AardAel A¥AQ A%E vXEe A FY
39 ojFo] LAY AL, TL A% thdo] | 7]
Z 719 ¥32 Z95E A5 7199 F82 94t
ARA2 a2 gFA ¥ AL o @
2ol o 98 Adkn FA3I

g, A4 ZF dEI} J19Y ARk )
A 9%E & Worrell, Davidson I, 28
Sharma(1991)9] AFeAE 719 74 E87}
Age] AR B8 A F29 A¥E 1
H 73 <% QA(MCPEs: mean cumulative
prediction errors)o] FFAHQ ¥ vIds
F4¢ Ha glen, 1986W%EH 1989d7iA ¢
F9 187 A A ZFo] AF 7199 FAA
A F¥%L 4% Igbal® Shekhar(1995)9
=M E A2 Y RE B AR 9
dega FREAPo| o)FojA T FAESAE
ZEE AH v A

3.3 2% 3 3%
M AT E I FE2Re] A98% A HE

Aol #E W AFE e 712 AFEE
Atoldle R 7R B8 dolge] viAH st
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S

2 47 589 FFHE 4MEd, $4, i 4
A BT 7722 B3| 39T 2EH
A AXelghe Helle olde] ot &9, 7IdF
Zz2Ad #F 71E A7E e g E A%
e 23 L AYAde B4E FAEn 3
AFEAME 4949 AAE 28] A8
ZREdE 9 P22 852 a4 74
4 (firm- specificity)e] #&sojo} #& A
stn ek 7M1 S84’ 232 74
dn Sle & 84y $EE], AHY 8k AF
(strategic factor market)olq AzE Ao} A
AH oz Hrhde 23 7K (intrinsic value)
e 952, 23 Y9 g& sagol\ FEEH
Agdogn F2HE, & H9 71 HAMT
#34 32¥ ¢ e EEF Z2EF A
(combinative value)& AUA & 24, olgF
E4E del g JIgEe] 44 2uE + e
A, an ol F et 4T 71 A A
&g 38E 9@

2 dm e or K

3 -]

Ay, #22Y 5L B39 7Y RS
Aoz AENE § ok Hdl AtEld
z2zA9 FAAY UL Fxde 7SN E
Aeg tgziz A AHE Folu, A F2Y
#A4 (relatedness) < 77l AF3E 2
zsla glon, ols} wtlg AT R g
FZZA9 2R UL AHsn Y TS
dMe, #F 71del 223 5 A= 3
%, 23 @ ¥ 290 oI &8R- 22 9
&2 Fyste 23 YR HFHHA JArRE /
4344 ES A g A AFAL J1H
A29& FE3 WiAAL dart d&S AEda

Sl

Z AFEE Apojoll EAlste ol w3
FAHos AvEY g 2o A, dF
A 2o B o, 122A9 333 AHE B
Z3e 71E 78NN F2 JgF2REZRFE AL
vjztol )} AIQIRE vjtg B AYTFERZEEY FW
A t#i e v, $33A 43S nAde

(E 5) 7ITE= ZIYU 7HY 7ks4

334 438 AAe 9%

333 438 AAHe 9%

47 g2 AR F22A 23 / AYF22F
o| 83 24 oA A e el 2299 744 / vy
ﬁgigm 433 / 244 89 34 433 [ 9454 29 2A
AR B2 AR, AR FEEYL F 49 AX vEYZ, ALY F
W30 tg =9 Frsgolg £3 AY AZEHOE 5%
719 A #3e 214 7K #&
A g W] A% 37 A
Bergh(1995), Cusatis, Miles, & Brockner, Grover, O'Malley, Reed, &
hEAHQ Woolridge(1993), John & Ofek(1995), Glynn(1993), Igbal & Shekhar(1995),
J1E 4+ Markides(1995), Slovin, Sushka, & John, Lang, & Netter(1992), Worrell,
Ferraro(1995) Davidson. & Sharma(1991)
1556 YT y32A M6 20034 128



JTFEXY: vYclnt FxxY Hujol ps uiEy IF

AR %

4% 91 e dFBdHE 4T RE 722
Ao 23& 2AT22A, 53] AoV g
FHoZ2 g AYF22Fd T2 Sl

X, 384 4%E Fshs A8 F22
AL 5 FAAQA 72 ¥gle £ 849 4
A& B¢ 284 M, & JAEAY gEAE o
84 A2 A3 de W, 72z 2FA
F9E Axde AFEdMe FERRALE U9
HFAAQ 2o A 2349 2
oo 719F 22 {FEA A, & uiFelHoln
AAQ 2H99] HH & o8 2AZ Az it

AR, 71472239 FEFEA A8 FAshe
A7 F2 F2ZAY AFAQA B3| He,
AAAoln AAAY 8489 W3} 3} /M)
oA e FHAHoE Hopstn e W, 7
Z239 2R3 2dd 23 & ¢33 e 47
Bl e #2243 ¥ Fise 4AH0ln 3
FAY 82059 ¥zt Aot WA 9%
FA g},

A, Aed A A4 S Fddoq, 72z
A FAFozAN AGATE AHAE F+ ddde
F4¢ Ha e 7B AFRY 2372
& Bt de st=dolE Fdtd 7ol 7HA
£ F2dde 43S 39sn e W, 22
Aoz AT AGAAY & Zxdn e &
FEANE T2AY EHETge JAEY BYol
U ZAEd 2o F 719 B/ /T 9
Z2e AZEYOE EFoZHN JYo] /INE #
2% F dde 93L A g

A, AT FEAY FH9E =

75N @A 47 A¥e) 298 Fn
W, 24

ric

%0
o 7 g

]

A, A FHE Bxdte ATFENA
714 #AHAA 7199 494 HE Bds}
k.Y 7190 FAse F22A0| BG4
N 7FsAel vAE Gl B o] It
=9 & F3shd &9 (F 59 2k

a3, AYTFEZAHY JAGF2ZR Aleld &
< FF H(+)9 B#FA7 EAFHBethel
& Liebeskind, 1993 Bowman & Singh,
1993 Bowman, Singh, Useem, & Bhadury,
1999: Hoskisson & Hitt, 1994: Kang &
Shivdasani, 1997: Lee, 1997)& H& 7itgd
o, 71GFE22He] o] #F 71Ee] AFE
M AABtL e AEEHe &L $ 9449
#doltt,

71&9 g

-—

p—-1
T
A
IS

F2 4% 790 7R

FAF o]F 39S AFE 71 BAIEHe]

€ FI&WUFE dF3 J0 AW, NYgFREF
o] 344 Nl ulA J&gg dE ey J&
ATEANN, M AAHF uie}t o], (i) 7IRde]
AFEZREE FAE S A94FHE ANF e
2 Ad"e B, (i) 23F223E A9E 73
+ A48t 238 gddn FPe R
A TEZYY Aert ASASE AP T2z
A=z gy Asidve S 83 WA
3, =gj4o] Add ZEY EJUY. FolH
tx, ol 71E AFEME AN F22
Aol Aol B¢ AFL I & A, 722
el Z3 o], & FZ22AY ¥ (extent of
restructuring) & FXZF ©WE AFHE

4) deFez JidTFazRe 478 OR1 Y AT dT7EME F223 A olF 253 U ARA, A, aa

233 Q3o 23 %31 o

ZYBAT M32A MeE 20034 128
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Ariw- =34
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T FA &, FER2AE e BUH
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= B7stn, J1dTEEC 8% J1E @7
Me F227% 989 Ui AH#ANE F
Joz AN =¥4& JFAA FoH, AT 7Y
o] Almsh= AlTFEZFo|Y XAFZZAY 2
T &, T2 HATE 29493 M 7HeA
d 4&E& vl F8 8R0E tFo $it},

A, JdFEERd ¥ vF F U E
gE 8o EAY Acjge dFFH F22FH
#BAddA 71& AFEAA oA A E@
g gAEo] 2 ol ¥9 Ucke Hel A
€ olfx g4¥ 927t 91 Aolth(Bowman,
Singh, Useem, & Bhadury, 1999: Johnson,
1996). 2= 7Ige] A xde F22Y @Fd &
g A7t w3 FAZ Q7% A, @
A A7E FYP AN EFFE ddo] A
e A 94 P82 ¢ fle d4olcBowman &
Singh, 1993: Singh, 1993).
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FF AFME M2E 7229 FAE Foly
AV e F22 FAELY E83AA 4537
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A7 Bsld Y F22F 50 A¥HR, A
E¥n, zeEa A, WisHe dAEH 3F
(strategic process)® FHH 54 & FHoE
A7 ¥ Y€ g8t g Aol

4.1 717=xye| Mol Pt H& H7e W

719T72ZR AR 9%E A + e
ggd A5 FHAHA F3FREE Ao 9
dME 718 dFEA A bl Qe A+ 2Y
€ 2t AuwdA st ALA A de =
go] 88 Part gl oHd FAT A%
37 Singh(1993)¢] AFoMe F2EH 24
€ 23 Y 479 FUs AFHoR fon|
g AAEE 2207 Yade 9 Fee
AF o] Axd Yol US A2 v Aok

+4, 1gF223 9 B4 B¢ ¥¥ dFE
dME 718 AFENA AAG b e A48 F=
23 ALY E¢AHQ F3F43 AABA
Bsle] 3712 BAFH =L JEool ¥ Ao
o dAd, 7223 3} Azg Hie &
502 Hosd 7]Ee dFEHE €8] Chang
(1996)8 dtoiMe A Ageze 2w 7|
& ARl 2RE 9 AT Apojel] EAjdhe HIHAU
3328 #itd BRI s v FEZ
Aol Bl #F FgF AT ol P4 #HY
dlo], Venkatraman(1989)] frelA A
i} Sle, A EopdlA TolEoA 1 e ¢
%3 A /Mg (concept of fit)ol T AL
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200 9T UF A7EMAE BU T2
FRolgke T wage wAd 2EE 234 7]
2o 47 =YL #3, Ud A AYYe
wstaA ke o] o folAlok & it o
A% F49 s, 99 (2- DA AN
£ 7K @7EYd Bed rldnE e A%
d Frl2e Akl B 4 3 Al dd,
zdzA) APYS 2P 3 WA 28E Fa)

e

Ae Fz2z2% MyPQoS7he] A3
9 &0 7190] Akdle 72X
ojuf el njAE TS HotF
i RA Y] AFE AdS AT F A Y
AE 712 AFSdA Bzed F2ZH Hgg
A5 433 AP w74y 542 Ad
degaglos FE, o|Ete] #A AT 7190l
Alzdte P22 v BEEQA 3] 74
AAE Fotal B 4 S Aol

gfoz £ =RAM AMD b e A9
A48 A4Ad, a8z 23 AUES A9

s34 AT
A 2%

_l_* 1= 4}
=
=

© F.E. OBL

]

5) Venkatraman(1989)¢] d7<lAe (1) ZH(moderation) 24¢] 43,
(iv) B84 (gestalts) ZAe] ATA (v)
8 (covariation) 224 9] HAdolel= 6 712 28 & AH A4 (strategic fit) ) #2222 AA)gxn o

2249) Y4,
NERES:

AASAT 323 MEeE 20034 128

M

(11) o7 (mediation) 249 B, (i) §(matching)
(profile deviation)2.241¢] A4, 18]51 (vi)
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AT o, A A AFe 7YY Fx2H
FRe 2(-)9 4%E vA oY, dgor,
7199 FAstel FFE AAMNYE FHe 5L
TEZY 99 AYZ ot F 91E FHold,
T34, T2 A ARE A9 AR 3y
A J1E 7kEd Uz AXEn Yle A5
74 o] &(internationalization process theory)
o @A, A Aol & Aoz Uy
€ I71AFE YAt df F2Z2He] 9%
A3Hog doluA 2 Aotk F¥, A FA
€ Adstx e 7I1de A5 2] B ¥
AL hEd AU N Al FRe 3AAE
xAog oFALEN AY AlY FEY T2
Z3 B85S FHPYIAY €38 $x g A
oltt. ¥, A TF2ZH, 2AF2ZA, AFFZE
2R3 gL 722 LA AF BASN &4
o, 7o) Axdte F2RZY 8% 9A =
& PeHo F22AE FEAIe F7HEY B4
g 7k vz sk 4 S Aol

4.2 7|Y9TExTHe| Yujof Ut ¥ ool Wy

ZNHTFEEARR 394 AL JHsde B F
F d7EdMe 23 22 o A7 =¥5E
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12 e FF dTFEAMEe 7223 Asu 9
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S¥H(Barney, 1991: Dierickx & Cool, 1989)
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o 24 a9 237 HER FAFIHJohnson,
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Corporate Restructuring:
Critical Review of Antecedents and Consequences
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Abstract

With the environmental hyper-turbulence, more strategic importance has been put on
corporate restructuring. We make critical assessments about the existing literatures on the
topic of corporate restructuring focused upon portfolio and / or organizational restructuring
and suggest implications for related further research in this paper. At first, we classify
the existing literatures on the topic of corporate restructuring into two main research
streams. While the one has made effort to isolate and identify the antecedent conditions
that lead to corporate restructuring, the other has focused on the impacts of corporate
restructuring upon the performance. And then, we review main arguments, characteristics,
and limitations of the two research streams of corporate restructuring. In conclusion, we
discuss future research directions and related meaningful issues.

Key words: Corporate restructuring, Restructuring antecedents, Restructuring consequences.
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