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=EAME FAstE Lelvele] & Adogel Axd HAYdEe] 2000095 2003971A] A HHZ2AE

S ez, BAL H43 Halw3l-(innovation know-how)E a4l Z&d) olAA7]=d UoiA QL n|
e 895S nEskit. 4% B4 o mad, 249 454 (tacitness) & HAlxd-9] o] £33 Fof g3l
o|fd whH  F9&}3]Ate] F4=58 (absorptive capacity) 2 X3 o[ HE FAAFIE 2900t B HA 3l
| Z2AE izt Ealel HAARQ AR AFJUACA AdE FREFE FRHE Ao UUAH, AdAE
7te] v|3AH YEL = B Ad2M £33 QS A 4%t ol Z2AE WwEo] Q4dhe YA xdt
o ¥ FAH 71, a2n A3AL GRS BAL grkEy AFEQ AL w8k AFH ojdd £83% r9E
At o3 ABEL PR HE dFAVYdA PURSE TARCR FHIE AL 2 IR 4EHe
Z Qs i ofgl e FAojxgt, AAAEL A FAH ojd HAYESE ME - HAFPstn FAHY FABE
W AFAY A4S AFEeA 1o EHFoE UAE & givhe AAEE AT

aj rhe

FAlo: Aol Falwehy, B5A7IY

..........................................................................................

' 8d8% nEEA

FAEE Fske ZIGAA oM -4l & 479 242 3 7|E AT 7128
Tol S drhd 58202 3R 5 et BRI 58 d9AsiAte AR BANZE 5
£ MBI AEHYD AAFAE FHeked o B2 E A2 BHoz FYste A4o]d
¥+ 8% E&Al°ItH(Bartlett and Ghoshal, #%& #43le Aot £ dFdAe 133 &
1989). 2RA H]F 2 7142 et szt F9 dide] He A& HAdt¢-(innovation
® 73S doid AYE ojdsterlE B2 Al know-how)En FITH HIE 2@ A2 9
8Q50] EAPdch(Teece, 1977). 2222 g2 A Z9E€F #H(d, F4d #dH 28)¢
T2 7le(Teece, 1977), "HI® =6b(Simonin,  F3tq o|A=H7I= A%, & AFode a8
1999), WAE ZAE|x(best practices, Szulanski, & B FAE AL 222 2 £ 9

=FHY: 2005. 6 AxetEd: 2008. 1
ol EE2 2005 AANTR AEATLY A7) Ao e APHUE
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w
o
o,
=
=
o
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24
b
o,
LN
I
Al
fr
i
o
o,
Sk
in
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]

oAl Frold 3l7] wj #o]tH(Cohen and
Levinthal, 1990). & 328 & F= =357}
GEAQ A 4AS 7Vé ol 123 =3}
& &83io dAZ2 gPds e 4¥Es 7HA
ot 2] 2o]do] 7hsslth(Kogut and Zander,
1993; Conner and Prahalad, 1996). 2139l
E BTty dAE AR FEde AL 7t
T, 23 FEL 224 A4A99 #H
A 83

>J

2l
dAg ¢ AT R
2 A4 E ol 9\1°1"1 7*ﬂ°“ o A
o] Azt H2H (o, ‘ﬁ-r-r“ﬂ 4z §)€ 9«
5| Agsty] Hvhe, AFAL dAE EAE 22
2 A F UERE FHE HU-E oA
O, 5o dxAF o gte sjducte] Qg
ds B ojlg Ar|Hoz ALY FAEA
a"] 39 Aot AXAY FokollM 123
Aol grol a8 oln da <9l4lstd
U}(@ﬂ Argyris and Schon(1978)¢] ‘o]FuA
)" 293} Levinthal and

[

ofr -1)- r°‘

-13‘4 R

% (double-loop learning)
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March(1993)2]
learning)’).

a8y 9532719 23 M9 A7 G dg
71E AFEL AoldE dAl AYstd ssoly

Fogl A S 213jAF 229 BA (replicate) 8}
© Zojgkn sty WiEol (Szulanski, 1996:
Kostova and Roth, 2002; Winter and Szulanski,
2001), A3|Ate] A ZANA 58 el 7
A + e YAxaheo e B uagF A
A9 o]H & B LS 7)Lo)A] ¥kt
ojeig FadN B dAFE HgA F84o] & 1
Ha woh4-9 o]HE FRAIIAY 21511*]?]
AL st oz 7148 4 U ?L“—
ofel, Al 22 g#F ZstE st -ra]‘%
gt Ux7|gEe] AFHoR oujd 224 gy
Agg pdsteiof stertdl tid f83 AA S
AN AE Aol

ol

g5 (second-order

II. L2EC] sl Mz=HE

2 drddXe Tle dEAA 714 (e]3} L
ag)el Ade FHUAY] £ Y AB SN
AN JAZ2AESS Gz FAxd
of E-ABIAE FAH ojd2 4T LaF2S
2003¢ % 71Eo2 45709 S AGAE A=
da e Wi Zigfdeltt. FHARLE A
g ggte g o] F FEAAY nf&dE 20039
To g2 Add aF I o 80.2%
(A7 64.2%, 3% 16.0%)& At =& F
Aol o] 2FL 199749] SAAAH YA A}
11678 HBFA2|AL 837H) 8 Axein & &

AU x35A M2 20064 48



2-RtE(AL ZH

EE2 o) FAgE AdT2E

L2gd AGNES

AA 2 2003349

0g AdAEY dFF
A8t AF3A AxE A
< vasd g7 s
A7] wEoll, AM AGAE

T REEAE
o olAd" LaF

FAAZ 4= ¢
ARIFAR B dRAzider 35 F 3l

ofefo] Hrdste upst o] o] I

oA e 718

=202

Age &

7HA) 2
HEHoE 599 ¥l
o olE9 A9E 4AAHeE OF BHY BAE
et mefd o] 1§ AGAAE ARE
22 JAH 229 9 & 7t (Chang, 2003).
EoA o] 2§ & AF

'15‘—’

Alge 2. ;G :L;G

onl, 1 A% 49 29 AAH

Aot

w329 N olHg

273}

.o,]

aEFE HS
oz

on, I M EAb HAg#RS
ANA oA

Zusle 200 B8 B

£ AYAAIEY A4 g L
ZAY YAZZAES @Le] AAstd &
3 2l 23] AL
I A=sEth 2B o] 1F

24 HAZZAESE £ 972 9T 44

FAE AZEM] A(setting) S AFHF2 Ut
ot AGAL
2.1 LOEe gAgs Asint M}

4

< LIEE 1990t = 21471 A9 FAolahe

Hot2 v5 McKinseyAtel A48 S B39 aF

& WA i} o] A71AQ vAf AHE FHsIY. o o %

o2 FA&  AIAEE 199295 4E wide 248 9

d4 58 @ FASFURAcE ‘278 Fogn A E

| e 8 AGAEL o gk Al

s 233 A9, Al 2edsd g o

(E 1) LOE9 "Agse] AT st
2171 HAgx Z9 AN z9 U
1241(92-96) | d85E A7 | 2ed BANZ 7S A -AdeleiMg AN, 9447 238
& 3 5
29AI(97-99) | HAHQ SIS B 2 ants AI3HeR | -AEFE w997 A
g TEA 49 A9 -5 T F494
T -aAo] e AF A%
-Skill &% 9 A =3}
3RAC00-8Al) | HAAFS AR |PMS, H2Aam, TQM, |-22% ARE e A% 247 dag
32 yAs VIC21+. TDR ¥ g% | & #A
el ohest, AAst nwst | -FHste $Use diAE] 93 A
7HHL

~821% (TDRY) 9] 44429
A, Mg dold BARES B4
237

ARG AFoEAGRE

L SUYAY AF-A AN

1) Fepel 7] olzsia) gn

AYBATE m35H M2 20064 48

A8A02 g #2128 (heuristic) 2412 718E on)dcH(elEs

0|, EAlelZe] 4dA A% B)
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EYE - 227

AR AE (B2 vdFI4) S 4. o] o
< AFEFAN AT AP ES A 2=
F FAstn, dY4dN ol 288 F SUEF
A& - #este 4FE Pkt

199599 Lagole A2Ah 37 HAskA
o A FAe '=F2005te MEE HlEE A
FahaA g0 2005W€7HA AA 2¥19 e
2 dddne 37 528 4384 29n
a3 2 E A g4 Wyeex gud

$¢ AgdT old¥E L1 Hagse
FA0) 72 dWAoln Bed BANE WES
Agdted FAAAC A4 S Bel @%

FEAM ] gFARNE F7egd A1EA (1992
Wd-1996Q) A, dAlgdE S& FZAI|a ol E
7199 2ER AL uo L A2
(19973-19999) 2 HolEA dt} A 2dAllA
' A AL g% AAR sHegA 4
2N ankE A2 439 24 A B4 ¢
Aol AEFH dG7t AN, 2T 79 =2
24, ao] FE AE A 53 o] 2EAQ
AAEY o] 2HL w2}

A2eANA ® el 23 W= Skillg
99 A=sgch La§e 19929%H Skill
AAYE g g 53 AL S FAsE
HPALZ od AAFHstich 19903 Ftel] §

o] ARy el ANA Wy ozA AXFHUA
J§e 2 #HAL SkillgEd ez wEn ¥

gHoZ o HA4%E BEalT BAYE T

fohe Fo2A 1 AN Budl Sdd ohee

AA 2$%199) Faolehe Ao AN,

A AZ BAIH AR HUBFS

44717 NFsgnt,
20004E%8 L1Fe AG%E 2AEse

WABATE  AZHA (20004 ~ 8

o ol @AA s lge v 3

Yo, Agrols 22Y 49 $4L 9

of ANHA SN FULE

& o
. 8 T O ARIFEY AGAEdAZR, 1

ol 47 e AFAQ HAgFY 3 ZAF 1992
ole ©A 49719 AZAETL $YHIA
%, 2003d0lE 508502 1 $7F Z7kEAG
T FUAZ HUZIZAE Foste YL
200239 8,753% 224 18 AAANY 52,737
el 17%% AAsE. Lo 133 g4
Sol T Z AYARAMY AAY Zslel] 27
Jldsackn AH Brkstn Qor?

2) 43R H8FY gL Mgl At dE Eo, 3

FE 78 A 200390 FYF 9EE AANEES A9 A

4 84 sdeke dnte) ZRAEE 299y 3 A5 29 2= /fHes At 829499 Aeldde] AdHen], AAAL ]
z%dol 3u), A3 29 ~frst o) PREAE £ F AAGAE 200399 FHE WY =3 AY HokE B3 &
T A BEE sPAEY] ARE AF 8D FAd Bul Ader FEA AdS ¥ 4 AU 2o metd 200330 B3
o9} 308%% AL MEFIE FRAH 20 2A42HT £ AUk EF 200449 Lago] ALz JUEF FUAS
& ooz ARG vlo] BE2W $RA 65000 § F 72%7F AEF] V199 A AT Zldsiivke 3 $9E o
Aon, 77%7t B9 Fro) =g FAG FHAAL £ T6%E YULEE Fut BANE o] FEHAGn &

st
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E-XpRAL 2 sAleEtR o] IHY o|NE ZYsts Kolof HE AP

2.2 siMEZHE TiEA} A% oHAE Fol YA S &M A3 PMS
(product market strategy)®? 7]9&, AARE

L1EL 885 (2Z8%)s 342 84 AM e A2Aaetel TQM(total quality mana-
ghe e e 7ige AAY ZE ERe gement) 71 Bo| E&3std goh EI AAF
EEA4 gFez Fstn gt ol T Y B43E AaAME VIC21+V85E 334
2 AP dAU|HS gase rde AREE 21 it olddx PAzzAE A uz}
et AYAHE 2ole FAAQ AZEE A a3 AZE FA7PEY T8 e Al

ouigtt. ol HARFE st} AHgstE 71 ©2 SCM, CRM, BPR §% 2] td 7|

25w

He 2olole YHAel 7 AfrEo] g Aisi, At maa oz

AHEstR o, Aat 7ol tgstsn, AA S - 7R IHES SEHoR Afste AgIE §

nEstslo] grt o LagdM e #4F AUy ES 49vA
59 dA8EE Frdte £ AAALGAY 92 TDR(tear down and design)®o|gt= B3t

(T8 1) L a5 HuUFZ AAH

28 3%
EREES 1=
EEEEE

HEAICEO

X of Bl A EI - HAIRRS AA g 4F g
ANFSRUE sl NR/BA HE B2

\ SAMXRIE | - AR A = B L,

3) AE RS EH*‘ iAol a AAA B B AjY A2290E 22312 ol #Elr] 948 44A48E T I
de] 242 S ¥Be

4) Vision realization through inn ovation of products, process & empowerment for customer satisfaction toward the 21% century
o) ARAM, a7 4 A FANAE ek AFAE 27) GARE A BA9 ojoltiojst oH L AANA AET 239 YA
< o] 53l 7lew AEehe TR A9 2L ¥@e

5) 19969} F HXMI“‘*MH AL Z2Ax gagoza HAS HF 4714 A9AN EFE Fotn Ay 74 2]
i ot = 1“3%1 B8589 (cross functional team)& FAE, ©o|ER slojF 7129 Eo] Arfo]r] Yn RE AL HAg
Tof Aol g A %ﬂ T WR/ARE TR E she LaE 5439 galiyel

AUSALR M352 ®M2% 20064 49 649



£5E - H27

71%5¥ (cross functional team)® &% Ed}o
AN AN A4etr] wiel, WEHoZ 7 FA
i o] FojA = YAUEFE FH3td TDREF|

1 Ha7|e g}

HalgFo U AY dFe %141 8 AGA
o] AR BAd ZFate ME7LEo] B
o, AlGA 7+ Falwdho % co]He dAd
Y ¢32F, 1§59 FHASA AAdTLY
At 2AHE Aul, 283 2F §F 2%
olxel YA uf & Bt ojFoin} s

FAALGAE CEOAI AAlHe Hagdss
Addte AAEGEAH] AT, AGER
T A ARIER U9 gA8FS Adste g4l
Adeo] AAHY, WA Fole A ddFA
dre HAB8FES A4 - BYste AANAIE
o] M Qv g LaEY AAH
FA AAe (a8 Dol Zg=o ot

0o HAZIAETL A= FAAY
A2 (2d 2 ey it 4 A
Hre FHoR vd 2 MFHoZ %“3‘5}‘1}
#ase FHAAE 74 AR =259

o

Rl e
=
i)

o R rﬁ I3

O{N

33 92 A% 84 Helh AgEn. 19 o
B FAZAE go| FHH B BAS A
NG F Bedol 9399 4R d4 Bt
5390 thgoz ZeaE g HuAARAe
¥E 2% 249 A9S worn $7¥ 84 B
AL £980. 1 2% BAHAL AT FAZ

G4 BUE ALY, 2w 84 By

d

il

HA EAA, A3 “—% i gﬂﬂ%—‘?—ﬁ"ﬂ
HEastn, dQo weps FHHQ T=gE AFs
= 2 (follow up) F8< AXth d4 Hep A
AollM g4 wet £9 DA B 3~4714Y
2890,

a9 2 ZRAAE Y3t Aoz ]
sobA sgdd. AL ApRHer Ee
A 870 mebd dAEFs ARSI, A2E
ZEAE go| AZJAL Ao AREr} o] €
A As|ALe] g #AE ARE A HY A
AL o FAMd &ate AYES W2 ¥

(38 2) Y 28& Z2M2

e 3-47Y &8 > |
&4l Hop o R & 4l whol A )
a3 A EF 9 Follow-up
g 4, a4 Hep #d A4 oA FEH Al gete d4
dqak, o9 5o EAHL ¥ Gz shol 34 % dal e} wol
ARAA/EEA A3 % uetg SAAAE A
At AAD 40 & T A g éa, g3 A7)
R =2da Ay 292 49
JA9 BEE  FEFHe
47 A2 R
S _
—

3~59 €] cross-functional teamS T A 3o 2 3
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B-XjE AL 7 Al 2HE 0jHE

gt add), deAae dides A
Al 7150 AL Wl 84 dnp A% FE
ek U7 EAHA o gt AH =
713 £ ALY AEAQ ALEZREH
42 FodN A8 e FYsHA 2

HAEEE 7)o dda3lAte] gal
AW SoA et viwdd AEES AT
, OlES BAZ 2AsAY Ay wEstd A
o] e 1&/FH T2 WL Y@} @
AZZAES AYHE 7|5 A3 AL WHE o
Az, o 55 Bt A&A ALY MH|x
£ AgeH, 59 ZIAEV} G WA= AF
8 ety 2o T3 22 U Fejg AL
dgeth aela oleet AFAM AAdAHUA 2
AL Bfd HAwstert s atsaL 2F o of
ASA 9},

Zye A

& Ha}

=

nﬂ._ﬂ,.l

2|

J|1HERS XA 22A AP

71E AFELS A4S Tl 583 EHoR
A dEA (tacitness) S AAstan Aok 7B A

2

Aol A7 B Polanyi(1966)E Aldo]
Aol ARE & Sle ARG ¢ Beo] ¢x Sive
AHdell FES] A4S YRR A4 (tacit
knowledge) & AR A2 (explicit knowledge)’
o2 FRsALen, Penrose(1959)= A4 5
o] deht AHA ZAgel o&stertd mtA A

A& APA A2 (experiential knowledge) 7

ZHs= ol ot A7

‘HA= 214 (objective knowledge) 22 WS
o EA A FAU 7132 EASHE o
E7hsets AAA A8 S BAHAMT 5
AHGrant, 1996 Penrose, 1959). &3 18
gt 242 &3] wie)4 (embeddedness)S 7HA 1
QoA AdE A= (context) E °]6ﬂﬁﬂ°]¢“‘
ANE §5 - 248 & AH(Arrow, 1974).
A7 dite] He gt 28 ‘Q%"é <
W 719ER Aot svksid, o AdA
A B uhgl o] LaFE o 7zt AAME gAl
55 Fotd ZgF ey Yo tE 4319
7} o},

&H, Damanpour(1991)& A& M2 & o}

oldoju AFS FZstn MNdsin, Al
Aolzta AelskAth(p. 556). JAlwsh¢-& B}
ditdoz I e FANTE ZAARLY

272 & 4 o E¥ Nelson and Winter
(1982)7F AA1& X‘ﬂﬁ*ﬂi"’} the evolutionary
economics)® BN, Faxstte 7|

A AEAE AT 2L 23 :‘T"~ E(routines)

158 EE ¢ e 5P Rddgn @

r)-

3 o
otk ? meld HAndss dEol sy
< 8&dte 2Z (learning to learn skills) &

. Argyris and Schon(1978)0] A|AJ3 o]}
& (double-loop learning)©lY} Levinthal
and March(1993)7} A|A 0|39 E<x(second-
A2 T9FE A

x>

order learning)&
T ojd ¢ g

o]FUA dgoldt AR JF
718l el dig

Azt ey

2E4 &S AVIgeEA

6) & M=% 24 F99 ¥4

A2 23 (history-dependent) o) 1L 7 22} 23

A (path-dependent)©]| 22 7|3ic] Bo g el &
239

ZA AREA NS £ e R °M‘3} Nelson and Winter, 1982). :1?-1_& 7149 omE YAwshert a2 2

Aok Sol4) JhAoz Autes

BT M35H H2E 20064 49

ZoluM B30 989 FUE ML F UEF v|ddvke el

651



N

129 Wzl g 7159 Aot et
Zolth(Argyris and Schon, 1978, p. 22) K
19 FAHE Ado=M ol eA g 7
Feou Az JAdHEH s Hieo

rir

O

rh

mor
fr my o lo

f e

A dAste Aol ohg, ZRHE
H28 7 de ME¥ FRoU HES gt
A& 9v]g(Levinthal and March, 1993, p.
101). 234, & d59 diido]l He LG2EY
Awslt= Falol 875 A Hotg A%
st e gte JAVEE Adste 2Z& X
sted 2R geth o kdtv 71EY E
SufolA] 1 A2 Eﬂé 3 ATE GFAEd
A AR 5FE AFstn, gdaEe] AAle]
7R A2 3 489 HYE doAM gE RAEd
EAske AXE 888 4 URFE FH
(corss-functional team)< T3t °|l& &3
HoZ s, T 7|&9 Mot gF
g 3A WAl A2 AR Hele] ¥
FAQA FELEY AF glo] A%E ¢ U=
CZEA oANIe 2AA 24ES XS
2E2 Fiwshte HZ o|FUA o

AR F5E FANINE 248 2goletn

-

0

qy f of N

O

n:Q

IR

4
32
rlr

> >'i
o
_gl

A7t BEE B dslAAeAR ofH
A7) AAAE A AN BASE R WA

ESEREES

o2 AY YUZ2AEES AYPHEE 31 1
BN &Y AUE Folo] EA w542 3
dHog dH3ES sjojob drh £F HAxal
% olAolA golA Falg S N2¢ JTA
A(cl, B&HA AzA¥Y 7Y S Atse A
% a2 YN G
5E)& FHANE AL B4
0¥ Hze ¢8A A4 gSee AL g
2 AN g He Aol okl AAE 1
4 4% A& APAPS ARA 8.
J8eg gL 1dd 3Es g A4
2ot ole} 29§41 712t AL 8
& £ e 58S g0 g5 9

ol g Ze BHAA ¥ o, Halxatsel o)A
& A} oldd A2e 4% Aqud opad &
wm o AL e V& AL B8E 5
e 5P WG B 4 ok ¥E a9
b sEe AL GARES YT E244
02 A% £ AW, LIAFH o] EAoA
olw] o# 712t AR B HAxd$E 2
Aatn e A4, ddAAte a8F wdte
ojAwol @Izt Ao glo] Bagy FA
getz FAld dAdES F4NL 5 g
o}, olo] B 1F AAATANA Fuhs
AGA] e HA8E A9E 2 72 2
£ J9e gL 2o Ay

2
o
Ju
o
>
X
)

rd

NJ{N

al

Y, mlo

289 EAbA 109 9 AgReE A

7) &H, Argyris and Schon(1978)° 7189 E& wolur] gk WM HH s

(single-loop learning)clgti A&t}

. &gt of

_Er_
8) olo] BHatad, Penrose(1959)= A8 71 ‘958 A4 dsteh AA L 848 ¢ e $E9 Weke F K ¥HE U
Bl

EMX]“J. 71Ee ANE BEY # Sl
€ H2 AR p. 55).

5He 428 AN9l 5] A Wl AE o F A

9) B AZE A4 /1E AN g ZeE0l B35 s R lolM 1R AHE B A8F 08 BESITE ReE &
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E-REAL 24 Yl eo) MY olNg

oFA e HUwEHSE AR A%
HFo2A, AdAIAE YR D ol
Adete HANRE 248D ANEA 24
44 8L AINL 27 AASUE

V. o7 oEl 3 Jhy M

4.1 947 29

£ dTE 9% o84 nde (18 37 2

o] 2de BEAY 2% WelHel xHolHo|
B BA 2HGgo] BE B 7)zale, 2

ofld A=t A 57K
o 8A8d 9ot ZFdtn AP (1) A

FENEIEYE
01 L 2(H6)

4 88 HAHUS(HT)
A2l gt B H LI B(H8)

AT M3sH ®2E 20064 4%

YHot= olof st AP

5‘”—17131 1401]*1 2| Aol dg oA 3l
291o]m(Kogut and Zander, 1993: Szulanski,
1996), o[ W A4 ZAA A7 1 A4
o & Axo dE&E nAdE A& ANY
71 " ZoltH(Gupta and Govindarajan, 2000:
Schulz, 2001).

T8t Bgoz2E 23IALe] &% (absorptive
capacity), §5%71, 283 Z9xE4 S A
Atk Frsdeld gRA A& FE3ln @

58 224)(Cohen and Levinthal,

=
Z 475 450 ¥ AP

M
OPNRUE:
28 el
M2t Z2XE
SA(HX, 58
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Y% - Heq

EAht b2 ZsAelA AlFshe A4S Boh 4%
Aoz dgd £ Ued TAHAH(Szulanski,
1996: Gupta and Govindarajan, 2000). &%
Z2 &0 2o waw FHHQ AHFEL i
Aol H2A9 w=3& ¥8=2 dHCohen and
Levinthal, 1990). 2322 3|A} B =
2 dFE71E Aojdd FEA 43S nA £ 9
HGupta and Govindarajan, 2000: Bjorkman,
Barner-Rasmussen and Li, 2004). E3 o
SRS 24sjAte] AY-E0] AE A BAL A
T AA L oehs AT dFe niive dE F
23519t Bartlett and Ghoshal, 1989; Ghoshal,
Korine and Szulanski, 1994). t&22 AF
Aol 23 EAozAE BAY AUPYEE 19
sl ole gAlwahes 2 45 A4 o
Ho| JFHog o|FolxAH F4a/t A% E
& Bdld A4S J5F 5 U=E ATA FAA
A& 219€ dE dart 7] AEeltHGrant,
1996).

E-23]AL 2F GAlwshe] o] JAZeAE
go 298 Fala F2 o|FoAAT, A &
GAgo] EAlel HebAol AR ws HdS /M o
o &x€ F4ate] Ad(Bartlett and Ghoshal,
1989). Z8ug B dFdre 288 485 &
F Q& 2ol Ades 2E-zsa) 1k 34 5%
AYES AElE dAYSS aHUHGupta
and Covindarajan, 2000). 22 71& 97
A A9E9 A9e oy AAAFY AT
AL uXE FoF QU0 AAHJCEER
(Nadler and Tushman, 1988: Nonaka, 1994),
o2 gAwaty ojdd] 4 vjd £ e £

ozA mdd XA,

654

4.2 X|A9l A=y

71& ATEE AdolHe] Fagt Aofaglel Q
HAAe] B3 US HAAHSzulanski, 1996:
Simonin, 1999). I3 Zo] WAs= F8
AR1e A" A Eo] FEHooN HA FHALY
dojut 71z2 #AE F §l71 WEoltH(Polanyi,
1966 Simonin, 1999). $lelA =o|gt uie} 2
o] 4E8A X4 dgHoz I d¥vie] #AIL
538HConner and Prahalad, 1996). w2hx
giate a8 AL A& oA G5t
=Y A8eE A d49. ag2g & 979 o
ol s BAtY gAxstt= 1 fH o mebA
dEAo] =R YgAIALE o|HATI=H o 2
oz go] W& Aolth(Kogut and Zander, 1993:
Schulz, 2001).

7Hd 10 gAwshe] 484 B2t #eTE
A4 o]A A7t g Aot}

4.3 2AX|E x|A2| Tix|

Rogers(1983)& M2 ofo[tiojit Wo] 7]1E4)
Ao Hlste] “Aohd -4 (relative advantage)’
< 712 o galo] FAdttn FsAT. AU
$eAolg "galo] diAgEm s ofojrlofdl
laldd sl YAlEE A= oltHRogers, 1983,
p. 53). A} AR AL EHf kdhfl
el A ZdE 7T AdEY ARE
Fol7] AaA &% wa-E Bo ASAoE |
sl & sheAel A, AAE AFATelA
Gupta and Govindarajan(2000)#} Schulz(2001)
& gAY 23 WellA fr84d0] & Aoz d

AU M35 2% 20064 4%



B-R3|Ab 7t sAlsieo A olg HFsle R0l Y AT

£ #Axa9e QxgE 7R
45 A4 o]d w7 ¥ S Aolth

4.4 +3H

Cohen and Levinthal(1990)2 7]gdo] "M=Z
95 PR 7RAE ddea, 12 JEE
grsle], AdAe 2 ¢4 £ e v
Fsdolgtn AHosta(p. 128), 13 F
#dg ‘AbdA A4 (prior knowledge)'
o 9l AFHG FAIAT. Szulanski
(1996)= AZAFAA o589 F43% duy
A F4edd 2ozt ZIdzA ddA 249
H 24 (stickiness) & FAATI= 83 90|
e $AE 2438199, £F Lyles and Salk
(1996)= F7ielel 488 AFA7IPES A
o2 @ AT EAFEYY FF4FYH] 5T
] BTAOE HYHEURZRE A4 & 53}
Ago| dee Busiith 1R A4
F5Ho] BEFE BAYL AlFdte dlwdhy
]

=
ek 2 oS B Atk

o

_.‘

ok
olf

4 B o b
MN rlo

In)

rr s

LT
o

2 A4 o8 Ax7

45 %5 37|

i

AZAQ »¥e AFA o "Haxer
(Cohen and Levinthal, 1990). ¥X¢] e
JoAME Frlel AgL £84 Hx, AX $E,

BYsIT ®353 M2% 20064 48

Bolz] ¥ AREA] e wuid AR 53 #
£ 34 Yd%T FEAH(Zaltman, Duncan
and Holbek, 1973). 28 #HA Jensen and
Szulanski(2004) € 719 22 W HAEXHHA
o) o]Adel SdolA, FEAY F5 F/I7F A4 A
24 (stickiness) & HAATE 899E #AHEA
t}. Gupta and Govindarajan(2000)2 Bjorkman,
Barner-Rasmussen and Li(2004)& %3 th=)
A71golA AZAL BGAE] BARI AErt s
A3 A9 B Al 9l ote] A4 FH Bl ¥
oAtk AL AT AAEL 2 ol fEA
A7t A2t AL AGae] SEErle Fa
< olFge A AAERT. 22ER 2 A7)
e og3 2e M E 4R E

M 4 ¥zl HAZZAE #AA F5o] A
A H7 2dle] dAHo J5E Fal
woh99 ojd ATt & Aol

4.6 X3lAL FEXEY

Aol gloiA A3AL 924 (autonomy)
o] il JFL 71E APl T8I o)At
(Ghoshal, Korine and Szulanski, 1994). ¢
AR FHAA ofd e B3t FAHAA
AL 71999 &9 9HE 9 FEFF 8
g A 23715E AFAFT7] WEoN(Gates
and Egethoff, 1986), T=2719 A 2|
Holddz FAAQ J3g n|A Hojztn F33}
A tHGupta and Govindarajan, 2000).

Hhdo] JFAQ A Hold S o] F7] YA e o
ol He A4 e dedARAL X9 S 3
o g HA £HY Fart g a2

655



$YE - 427

xzte dutdoz dx A3 153 e 2
BAL A A S0l %“r dhe 71 o] A3 o|th(Bartlett
and Ghoshal, 1989). AY9AEAH L 23AL 3
4E0] ZAHEA EAF ]%"‘5“ A4 g Agst
1, sjdsta, ArAstd, AFHez dxd g
Al 7ts4€ ¥9F9(Birkinshaw, Hood and
Jonsson, 1998). wetx Aol Al FoAH
AL AT E-AIARE A oA g E214|
Z 7tsAel

olAH AZJAL 2HEAJo] Aol nHe o
ol dheid e Autd B EAdlez B d3
dre td&d 22 F A9 dkd HEE 43
g},

M Bar HAlwets SuRe AgAel ¥4
2 A4 old £ £ Rl

M Bb BASS FA AePol 25
2 A4 o4 F=t 5 Rl

4.7 HMEA| ol =¥

AY Az A €FL o)H AR dFE
od 4 ok g4 -—5}7‘9} 2 AEAQ A S
g=5317] YaMe APE B <5 (learning-
by-doing) ¢l ¥4 |th(Penrose, 1959: Kogut
and Zander, 1993). 28 o] JgHoz
ojFoAXNHY B 1 AAE afd FA A A
EAQ Axd =& AFaFolort FtH(Grant,
1996). 2 AFA F9 Ao gk, &4
T i3 A4 Fd Z=gER X 45HY 2
25S AYE Bt 222 Foplu F53d
of 3}7] W&ol B APHeE ZA 9 Ao},

656

7Hd 61 AEAL £EAd dg A AY =
°of BdstA YoldsE HAwdeo
old Ax=7t #& Aolnd

4.8 22t oI xig

o AdE 7 g =
7hs8ol Slth. HlE Eale 29g B ﬁizﬂE
g A7 o] vty olde) At HAg
2 AT 23 T e g4 EEL U
EAtel M oln] &&E T gl ASo|7] Wi, &
BAEL 344 e H]%"’i‘.’-‘i HEuE Ad
o]t BAL HHgE AYEZTEH AP YA
=5h--9 ALudolu AE el tig 2o
AAHQ ABE A& & Ut

2eg AdEe 93F 23 9 3AF 5%
AAYEH A8 AUESE § & U (Gupta
and Govindarajan, 2000). 3¢ Egv#
Y& Azt (liaison role), BAIF A8 (task
force team), A4 93] (committee) S o]
¥ BAE 2 8% 5% 2] A3y
+9HE 344 7)1FE°IHGalbraith, 1973:
Nadler and Tushman, 1988). 71gdolA 13]%
JNTEL 4F H9AEC] 4o FEE N2 »
et 34F AdEA FAFeA dg. @9, 7

92 ode 4

d9l AHgs} HAYESE A 7 A9z 7}]0]x-1
A 5745 F4N7 1, tE Al &ale A9
g 74 AAA=(cognitive map)y FEL F=

e 234 AAYE 224 (Gupta and Govin-
darajan, 2000, p. 479), 238& dAYEL 3
FAE o] FRuB Fog d&L e T
A4 vYEHZY A 7@t (Bartlett and

HASAT ~35H H2& 20064 4Y



B-R5jAL 2 HAlrstee SHE 0|NS ZMYs: el M o

Ghoshal, 1989). 2822 z5Al Z2AE g5
A7t a9 2L 34E SRAUSEH AH8g A
AUZo] AZHo2 Adsts AL dalws0

AEA oldd =&E £ Aol

b R

27 At BEd FAAL B3
AAUSS FAert w25

=3
39 old B=rt 5& Aol
7Hd 8 AL EAbsh BEE ALl g olAY

T ATl £25E Galwdge
ol Ax7t w2 Aot

4.9 ZSXe| XY A%

ganizational inertia)€ 7FA®(Hannan and
Freeman, 1984), #9]&d ofoltjo{7} #|ots|r] e}
T UE BAY P& Feir] £l APgE o]
gl %7t BH(Van de Ven, 1986). o8&
TAES Adstn A JeHeg 367 9
dMe F5 odBACNA Auo)x gu A

el el ke 228 4 »l” A7 9

A]
< 7 UAEE B94F 4 S w o laﬁf}

WS Bt Hal €58 F2aA)g)
1 Azststed 7148 4 doh(Van de Ven,
1986: Ghoshal and Bartlett, 1994). 132
22 A79 o] He FUZZAHESR §9Y
A WA 9 ThE JUsERE H33d
AL S dre Ao, HAAAEe] F717} FatE ol

AUt H3sA ®M2E 20064 4%

AL A 5’—5‘}%:— ‘—‘Ml e Ao
7bsidel &
Nonaka, 1994).

7 90 32 2AM HnAGdEY A
3 ol

ke M Ao aﬂ’e}%

)% SEAZTE 2 B
Ade AxH Aolg T 2y FAZF
49879 zolg whedsl: 8910 2A(Kogut
and Singh. 1988), =& 7|dolA EALe} 23]
Ab AA 3EE delste 842 28T 2
Aol Ath(Jensen and Szulanski, 2004). &
o2, HAZZAEN} AZTEF BHAHYEI} o}
Ud v zgse #d=o lEsE FEREE
OujfsE, aen e z3Ale] gFo] Axpl
7b SERIbe FR3te guldsE 2dd 23
Al A

| ﬂ%}x
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E9E - Hed

5.1 &=

2 418 948 59 £3& 20008FH 2003
A7k ARk 3hah akgiol &3t S ABIAE oA
FYE HAZIHE AYANES o2 AN
H HEZAE Bl olFojAT. od A7)
e HdEd AL 2 B o Hd s34 Z2
% & A|7to] ZAFslo] Al gutet
ARE T3] ofdvn JDEHU] el 3
GE 7|3kl A YAts|Ate A FEE ZRAEE
1747001tk A5 F3E A3t 4 A#A 2
ks FAE Fof, 2F AADTFAE ¢ FEH AL
At Zvzh 2Rste 2H9 gA8F AEvkel
9 FUZIAHEE A3egd 3HY dAE
< 4o g2 AL ZAH pre-test) & AAlEH T

I & olg9 9T S W HEF AR
ZAAE 3 o, TAH HERALE AAle
e & AT 28 o] st AEA
£ MS Word &t F2o2 st 2A B
v RE YlzzAE AYaEdA 2003
dO11€ o ojudz EEstdt
101709} $4E AEAE oldd s Folod 3|43

op

£

=
=
K

]

3}
oldtt, A, ol AANY RE HTIYE
4Tz FAF A$E AYddn: BT 7%
2 24d90m, '1=48 1¥x 2,
T=v)$ 29'¢ jujgt},

B Ao 24 HARZAE Ao 4t
BAh Alpete HAwsts2 At dupt A4
FHo2 EFdd UGBS FANA=U 9
th 71E Aol NE 22je 42 AolHg &
Aote HEFEES0] AAHA F37] fR 0
T e Y Jle HEPESL ARo] el

= *Hi;% ;q/\]

s&aa, (i) o8 A4e BAdAd Ego|

(¥ 2) =il 2%

HqE 23 BT 23 E(%)

A 2 127 57 44.88

3} 8} 47 21 44.68

3t Al 174 78 4483

10) olE o), U2A7|g 2o NAoldL ZZAHE F3elA BN EH B3 Szulanski(1996)= Best Practice®} oA

AnE A7 HlE £8x UER S 4 1A 7)Z2oE #rlgon, Zander and Kogut(1995)2 QEZAMIA E4lo] o]lxd
A7E 54 238
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B-RizlAb 2 gAlrsiee) I o|HE ZHsl: oo wEt AT

3, (iv) & TAHE xotte FF &
22 B4Y & SUd delMe] =9 dadA
2 droAE ojid ARES Bk, ¥4 AT

HALHSE Z2AE dREo] duh} 53
&

Qo EAadd AzHez ALsld Btert
g a2 AdE Fsldo

EQUFEA ojdde YAwdht
Zander and Kogut(1995)8 &3}
(codifiability) /H'd® Simonin(1999)9] &
(tacitness) 7I'd ¥ Szulanski(1996)¢] <l
T3] digt AES Fastd o Y FE
233t (1) =392 24 F35, 34
2 /A% 7 folaitt, (ii) xshv+5 14,
oA R Ael/ARs|7t &olsttt, (iii) xdh+
2 Ags| drsle TTHQA iidel EAgd,
(iv) =ehge F83 FE8S 7lad b3 &4
7} &R gt

AL & 71& A7 (Ghoshal, Korine and
Szulanski, 1994: Gupta and Govindarajan,
2000) M vl &3t A Fad Aol A3)AL
ARt AgRo g JAARE 5 e FEE O
A7) dEoz SFYH(1=2A FE2 2F,

N
-

i jo 8 Ho ofr

<7

fu B ox ox rlo

|o

{

[e}

4=%7t, T=238A FE2 2F): (1) AL &
AE A% e F2 () $A49 A4/ARE £
g AsAL 22 W7, (i) AN B A
SR 3 WAAE AR, (iv) @A AdAEe gzt

A WA, (v) A AE 4 AF Y &2
Frey'e F A9 wMe2 ESAsisd. AA,
z2AE gzt A a7y st AR
o drit & g3 I =ukelth, o]& Szulanski
(1996)7F Wit AE FES Fxdpo vl A9
25 ALs9th: (1) Atde FAZZAET} of
9 AYPHEA] & 2 A, (i) A g4l
gln} Eopol] tiste] & g3 YA, (iii) ARl
Z2AEC AAF AR fol/APES B U1
ARG, (iv) Aol FAZ2AEE FPoted]
a3 24g 7R3 Y A, HAZRAE
g A4 Aol &= FALo] AR sk HE ol
o FALEL BAF A9ER 234 §AA40 =
obd E&HQ ARYAHolMo] bsstn, At A
Y AFegiy 5= 2 osE 4 ok 2=
2 galde] FAldulgo] o Fasdo] it
Hog gA4E Zo|tHGupta and Govindarajan,
2000).

B

£ AZZAETL A3AL FEAY ¢
Ab 37k #As dehd R0 T ONY @
2oz 2439k (i) Z2AHE Azpyl U 947
Bt dgE £, (i) ZRAHE A5Hoz F
odshe Axrt AAtuae] dgg Foh. ol
552 A3AL AGAe] BAAAI2Elo] 2|20l A
Lol 9&g& vtk Gupta and Govindarajan
(2000)9] A7l TA3s M= Qe
z1E 229 7IA'E Rogers(1983)¢] 4uiA
A4 Aidol sisid o] Jie AR FES AR

11) & Aola] AAg BR2AME Z24E AAE i Yx #Fo8 SIPTUITES, THEFE Ut =2, g
AYAn 455). o FREH HAwdhy ofd ARE FHhe vl FEFEE A IFle APHE AP A Z2A
E Agotsl dalwste ofd dite F ohe) 59 8o yen, £ ZeAE Yaldnd A 4RY5Y o2 3)
B ZHUSR s AARME AN 23 #9934 982 M 882 AAE 7H(p40.05), FALHEE(p<0.01). &5
F71(p<0.05), 392 AL (p<0.01) TololA, Aol duske dAxsled o)d RS AAste 8AET 42T Ho]E Hy
Fot). b GAwahs o)A A TIAE A9 Yo vE ARPL YA FUY A9 ¥ee opja ged,

HAEATE H35A H22 20064 48
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2YE - HeH

st Egech: () ARl &2 dAxsts ol 2FF Ao YFUM(2HE HE: 1=4),
7t 3G FE ATl ed B2 € Ao 20 0=°MR), (i) Aske Bl AAY ug/F
o, (i) ARl A2 AAAA £ 5 Sle Y0l Hd ox A= WRAFUA?(1=AY F7le
gt 29U, (i) ARel 2AblM $3 AFE A oF 4=2%, T=v% AF D), (i) Ast
w2 1ol 2T (iv) ARl fel7h BaE & Al HFAA R Andn aFste #a
T8 TAE HEAE e 7ot A /$E A7} ‘GH”P’ (1=A9 &, 4=E%,

AN HudEe Y 4T M Pinte  7=9% B8), (iv) Aste ZHE
and Prescott(1990)7} 7199 Z2AE €of of  EAl ¢F 4 1"4 AF %

g Hu7dee Ad F=E SHsted AR (1=AY 95, 4=8%, T=v% ¥

Fxet] AN A} FES FLsigth g2k o]l x=&'d deiME Szulansk1(1996)
(1) AAL BEF2 T Z2AE st A& 7} AFAY Adold FI1E FHd s Y3t A
A ANE BFAG, () A A9S5E T 2 FEES AzEo, 53] FHAY ARA
ZZAENMN HAG FAH Y A kel Wi A EAlY i Sd9EMEZRE driyg H349 A9
A 2AS AFAG, Gii) ABAF 9L AT & TAEIIE A4 Y dEoz zAlEith
Z2HEZL A3|AL AAARe] Ao sjodditin i) SARYE FAREE HHER Adoh A=
AAsta ATk, (iv) =3]AL 73“’7: g 2 & Wol Wk}, (i) /Y o vjieE &
AES ZF, FHE, b, 94 S dsio 1 Adwskdt, (i) EAARYEH AHH Qg A4
A4s zdaAd, (v) A3|A 76‘ FFL AT = & B B2 AY/AZE ¥ (iv) EA
ZAEZ} A3A AFRA D] Foaty UAEY DBU BEAAHS B8 AEATE gol wsit

RER )

—

]

o, (vi) AL A9Ee A7 Z2AEY o] (v) 7129 FAZEAE WY HIME Bo| A

oz Bhg 29 o4& Adaad. g ol (vi) ZRAE JPYoly ZTEAA A
2-ZARE FAH ERUNAUFY ol A= o tg BA 28/A5E “—‘01 ukorr}

£ Gupta and Govindarajan(2000), Ghoshal, FAEF ASAL dFHE H ’S% AR EH

Korine and Szulanski(1994) Go| A48 %  Z2AHE £33 A3 "]73 el Az, 34 A
< T8 272?5‘}“‘:}(1=719] +8 < 4= 2l Kogut and Singh(1988)9] 7“%1_ 34
BE 7=vl$ AT 28): (1) 2Atsbe dgdd Azl A% (cultural distance index)'E AH-E3t%
9, (i) 2AS taskforce B &9, (i) AP o o2 39 ZIAHEJ} AzxBFd HuH
o AAY 9. @, A T AEE WA dertdd dE duieRzgg=1, vAxEE
Uz'e FARER o5 AT ALE F5 =0),"" 123 AFA Ao dF grEsE 5
2% #3319 sk (1) Aske BAlo 19 sniEE =1, dAx4=0).

) AR AL, BHAL, FA8E Fol AP Z2AEE AxdF oAR, FF 23 A998 T A Z2AES
Bl A z8Fo] B¥E Aog FHIAG.
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|
(=]

%

=

3loq

pia)

(F 3) 2482 54 SYHSS0) Ofs 20184 2t
2ol F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 % F9 | F10
1. EERe Xl gt
US| A XS0l BA 2 0.88 | 0.09 {0.15 | 0.10 [ 0.05 | 0.00 | 0.15 | 0.15 | 0.02 | 0.13
ARt 2Hs1E wot = 0.88 |0.14 1 0.12 |0.18 [ 0.10 | 0.08 | 0.13 1 0.06 | 0.09 | 0.03
2 29 Az M goj 7{of 1Al 1 0.80 {0.18 | 0.11 1 0.07 | 0.02 | 0.11 | 0.04 {0.09 [-0.02]0.10
2, &X sk g o™ xof | 0.85 ] 0.11 | 0.27 | 0.20 } 0.01 | 0.09 | 0.00 {0.10 | 0.07 | 0.06
A Mot M B8 ol 0.88 10.13 | 0.08 | 0.05 {-0.12| 0.03 |~0.07 ] 0.01 |-0.07{0.12
HMAE ez At oM X2 [0.79 [0.18 1 0.19 |-0.05}0.16 ] 0.06 {0.10 [ 0.14 [ 0.03 | 0.23
2. B ol M ™
EAZRE YHE X X T 0.26 [0.80 [ 0.03 | 0.01 | 0.21 {0.05 | 0.13 |-0.07}0.04 | 0.10
HA 1Y o v X[ 0.17 [ 0.83 [ 0.13 | 0.08 | 0.04 | 0.17 [~0.01 |-0.10] 0.01 } 0.06
Xgl ooz RE WH2 X| [ 0.01 [0.84 | 0.09 [0.00 | 0.05 |0.12 ] 0.11 |-0.03{ 0.17 [-0.11
Data base/H 2 X2 H S 0.13 {0.81 | 0.04 |0.08 | 0.12 {0.01 | 0.02 | 0.11 |-0.12]0.02
FALZEME BDAM X2 0.22 10.77 {0.03 | 0.11 | 0.14 | 0.18 {-0.110.03 [-0.18] 0.12
7|2/ T2 M A M8 ol 0.03 10.79 |-0.06]0.06 10.03 {0.07 {0.22 | 0.05 | 0.00 |~0.13
3, B4l el eIk IR
A A Lsol &8 0.17 {~0.01|0.87 [ 0.06 | 0.11 | 0.03 [ 0.10 [ 0.07 [-0.19] 0.08
AE IHMAIF E 5 Us 2 | 0.34 | 0.14 | 0.82 | 0.14 [-0.04 |-0.06 |-0.03| 0.12 |[-0.09 | 0.10
a3t Mg ge e 0.12 [0.07 | 0.85 |-0.01 |-0.04| 0.15 [ 0.04 | 0.09 | 0.23 |-0.02
FQEME sl 2ol MEsEI|H 0.23 1 0.05 [0.81 |-0.01 1 0.08 | 0.31 | 0.06 | 0.05 | 0.15 | 0.07
e e 5
4. B =9
HM Z2HE X8 2 ol 0.08 | 0.04 {0.07 |0.90 | 0.01 |-0.12}0.08 | 0.01 | 0.04 [-0.10
sl &4l Hol 2ot olsl 0.17 1 0.03 {-0.02|0.86 |-0.07 {-0.08 | 0.07 | 0.00 | 0.12 | 0.11
siE EA oY 23 olsl 0.13 | 0.18 }-0.01|0.78 | 0.09 } 0.16 | 0.06 | 0.16 | 0.15 |-0.07
D2ME 3| Lo AZI He 0.06 10.11 10.19 10.70 | 0.10 10.38 1 0.16 {0.16 | 0.04 | 0.05
("5. AR AU E ! e
BA 2R HE -0.13}-0.04 |-0.06 |-0.03| 0.81 |-0.13{ 0.00 | 0.06 {-0.19 [-0.04
A= it n|/EH AUt 0.20 1 0.25 {-0.05| 0.04 | 0.79 [ 0.20 {~0.14[0.03 | 0.05 | 0.17
HISAX X[ 0fF A2A & [0.28 | 0.32 | 0.11 |0.01 |0.78 | 0.01 {0.08 [0.01 [0.12 | 0.13
A HX BT -0.0510.14 10.17 ] 0.13 | 0.71 |-0.04]0.37 |-0.17{0.04 { 0.01
oA w5f2s gy ! o
7| 2t cigke| M =X 0.07 }0.21 10.08 | 0.16 | 0.03 | 0.78 {0.13 | 0.22 |-0.07| 0.14
A B3, 343 IS 0.06 {0.12 {0.18 |-0.15]| 0.17 {0.74 | 0.02 |~-0.01 |-0.10|-0.26
BEM Y B 0.05 | 0.48 {0.04 | 0.15 |-0.27|0.56 | 0.12 | 0.23 | 0.06 |-0.14
J8l/ol0[X|2 Ha|/ME Zo] 0.21 10.23 10.19 ] 0.08 }~0.27]0.56 | 0.12 |-0.06 { 0.08 | 0.23
7 2 BE WAUE ] T f
taskforce team 28 0.16 | 0.24 }0.03 | 0.05 |-0.05]0.12 | 0.82 | 0.21 |-0.06 | 0.09
EAlete| ofat Mt ol 28 0.03 [0.22 {0.11 |0.19 | 0.01 }0.07 | 0.69 |-0.29|-0.01 | 0.30
Atde 28 0.10 [-0.05[0.03 ] 0.16 1 0.19 {0.10 ] 0.74 | 0.13 | 0.18 |~0.23
8. ABA (B RA ZAHY, A )
capa ZHEQIst S&/Mu|e| £ [ 0.18 10.12 | 0.14 | 0.09 | 0.07 |-0.08|0.21 [ 0.75 | 0.16 |-0.29
X ela( Xt B sfuH 0.11 | 0.02 0.08 |0.11 |-0.13{0.18 {-0.01|0.63 | 0.13 | 0.43
BIX|Holol =X M A 0.20 1-0.0710.15 1 0.10  0.01 {0.18 |-0.03}0.78 } 0.02 | 0.10
9. AEM(ME ClReIHZ/EE) :
X YA M Eo| O] X}el Hig -0.02]0.03 [0.09 | 0.06 |-0.07{-0.080.08 | 0.03 }0.94 | 0.16
MM HE/HE 2lole] o 0.08 {-0.08(-0.0310.27 }0.04 {0.01 [0.01 0.18 | 0.84 | 0.02
10. 55 &7] o
£t0{ 0159| oA} D3} HEt 0.32 [-0.06]0.12 [-0.0410.11 | 0.00 | 0.15 } 0.15 {-0.04 | 0.75
D2ME Mol AN wWylgst | 0.26 10.02 [ 0.05 {-0.03}0.12 {-0.05}-0.05{-0.07|0.22 | 0.74
olo| 2t Z(eigen value) 959 1403 132112791243 1851177 {166 [1.48]1.18
85 HZH(%) 252 (106184 | 73 |64 149 |47 | 44 |39 |31
N ZE HEH%) 252 358 | 443 |51.6 |58.0 |62.9 |67.5 719 {758 ]7809
Cronbach's Alpha 0.96 {092 {090 087 10.78 [0.76 | 0.73 1 0.69 | 0.87 | 0.74

T M35 M2E 20064 48
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£5E - 2T

VI, 5EN 2t

o Ag4el BAS] Ygion TGE shig ad
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The Determinant of the International Transfer
of Innovation Know-how Between Headquarters
and Subsidiaries

Doug-Pyo Hong* - Soonkyoo Choe**

Abstract

In this study, we investigate the factors that may influence the parent-subsidiary transfer
of innovation know-how within a multinational company. We define innovation know-how as
a set of organizational skills that helps the firm to create and adopt an innovation within its
organization. We focus on this type of organizational skills, since the transfer of such skills
is critical for developing a competent subsidiary that can resolve problems on its own. In the
long run, therefore, a MNC can enhance its competitiveness in the global market, by
transferring its innovation know-how to foreign subsidiaries. We empirically investigate the
international transfer of the skills in the context of a single business group headquartered
in Korea. As one of the most largest and internationalized business groups in Korea, it has
implemented many business innovation projects as a way to diffuse its problem solving
know-how within its international network of organization. These projects were specifically
aimed to enhance the capability of the foreign subsidiaries to generate innovative solutions
and practices for the problems in various areas, such as technology, production, marketing,
and organization. For the reason, they serve as the key mechanisms through which the
headquarters” innovation know-how is transmitted to foreign subsidiaries.

More specifically, our sample consists of 78 business innovation projects carried out by
foreign subsidiaries of the group during the 2000-2003 period. The data was collected
through a mail-survey. The respondents were the managers who were in charge of the
innovation projects in foreign subsidiaries. Our analysis reveals that tacitness is an
important barrier to the international transfer of innovation know-how, but the absorptive capacity

* Vice President. Global Marketing Division, LG Household & Healthcare Ltd.
** Assistant Professor, School of Business, Yonsei University.
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of the subsidiary is a facilitating factor. We also find that innovation know-how is more
efficiently transmitted, when project team managers maintain formal communication
channels with parent managers as the complementary transfer channels. Intriguing,
however, informal networks between parent and subsidiary managers do not serve as such
complementary channels. In addition, other important contributing factors include the high
potential value of innovation know-how perceived by the project team managers and the
support and assistance both from the subsidiary's top management and from the
headquarters’ specialist group. These findings suggest that the sharing of innovation
know-how poses a difficult challenge to a multinational firm due to its tacit nature, but the
firm may effectively deal with the challenge by setting up appropriate formal transfer
mechanisms and providing support for international innovation activities.

Key words: knowledge transfer, innovation know-how, multinational firm
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